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MONDAY, MAY 23, 1960 


U.S. Senate, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON Pusiic BuILDINGs AND GROUNDS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON Pusiic Works, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 10:30 a.m., in room 4200, 
New Senate Office Building, Senator Jennings Randolph presiding. 

Present: Senators Randolph, Gruening, Moss, and Martin. 

Senator Ranpotru. The Subcommittee on Buildings and Grounds 
of the Committee on Public Works will begin hearings on the General 
Services Administration prospectus which provides for the construc- 
tion of a suitable building to house the U.S. Court of Claims and the 
U.S. Court of Customs and Patent Appeals on a site now located on 
the east side of Lafayette Square. 

The present Court of Claims Building is located at Pennsylvania 
Avenue and 17th Street NW. New space for the Court of Claims was 
a by a provision in the resolution of the Senate and the House 
Public Works Committees on July 24 and December 19, 1956, re- 
spectively. 

These resolutions approved the construction of Federal Office Build- 
ing No. 7, and required the inclusion of space to house the court. 
The building is ite located in square 167, bounded by Pennsylvania 
Avenue, 17th and H Streets NW., and Jackson Place. 

It is proposed that Federal Office Building No. 7 would be utilized 
exclusively for executive agency requirements. 

In view of this proposal, a prospectus dated January 29, 1960, was 
submitted to the Senate and the House Public Works Committees 
recommending the construction of a Court of Claims Building to be 
on the east side of Lafayette Square. 

On February 24, 1960, the House Public Works Committee ap- 
proved the prospectus for the Court of Claims Building. 

Later, it developed that a larger building could be constructed on 
the site proposed for the Court of Claims which would also accommo- 
date the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals. 

This prospectus was submitted on March 30, 1960, and recommended 
by the Administrator of the General Services Administration. 

On March 24, 1960, Senator Morse, of Oregon, introduced S. 3279, 
< on the same date Senator Kennedy, of Massachusetts, presented 

. 3280. 

s On April 21, 1960, Senator Humphrey, of Minnesota, introduced 

. 3403. 

These bills have as their general purpose the authorization of a 
study concerning the possibilities of locating facilities to house the 
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‘Court of Claims and the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals near 
the Supreme Court and to preserve the areas of Lafayette Square for 
historic purposes. 
S. 3279 and S. 3280 and S. 3403, together with the agency reports 
of these measures, will be made a part of the record at this point. 
(S. 8279, S. 3280, and S. 3403, together with the reports dated 
May 20, 1960, and May 23, 1960, follow :) 


[S. 3279, 86th Cong., 2d sess.] 


A BILL To amend the Public Buildings Act of 1959 to provide a study by the National 
Capital Planning Commission, the General Services Administration, and the Commis- 
sion of Fine Arts as to the best location of a new United States Court of Claims Build- 
ing, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the Public Buildings Act of 
1959 is amended by adding at the end thereof the following new sections: 

“Sec. 18. The Administrator is authorized to conduct a joint study, to- 
gether with the National Capital Planning Commission and the Commission 
of Fine Arts, for the purpose of determining the feasibility of constructing, near 
the Supreme Court of the United States, adequate facilities to house the 
Court of Claims, the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, and the Tax Court 
of the United States. As soon as practicable after the date of enactment of this 
section, the Administrator shall submit a report on the results of such study, 
together with such recommendations as the three agencies may deem advisable, 
to the Committees on Public Works of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives. 

“Seo. 19. In keeping with the national policy of protecting and preserving 
historic American buildings and sites for the inspiration and benefit of the 
people of the United States, the Administrator shall preserve and maintain the 
Dolly Madison House, the Benjamin Tayloe House, and the Belasco Theater 
on Lafayette Square in the District of Columbia, for historical, cultural, and 
civil purposes. The Administrator is authorized and directed to restore the 
Belasco Theater to a condition at least equal to its condition at the time it 
was acquired by the Federal Government. The National Park Service, and 
the District of Columbia Recreation Department, shall advise and assist the 
Administrator in the restoration and management of the Belasco Theater as 
a municipal art center. The Administrator is authorized to accept contribu- 
tions of money, which shall be deductible for tax purposes, for the purpose 
of assisting him in the restoration of the Belasco Theater for cultural and 
civic purposes.” 


[S. 3280, 86th Cong., 2d sess.] 


A BILL To amend the Public Buildings Act of 1959 so as to authorize a study for the 
purpose of determining the feasibility of locating the Court of Claims, the Court of 
Customs and Patent Appeals, and the Tax Court of the United States near the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Public Buildings Act of 1959 is 
amended by adding at the end thereof the following new sections: 

“Sec. 18. The Administrator is authorized to conduct a joint study together 
with the National Capital Planning Commission and the Commission of Fine 
Arts, for the purpose of determining the feasibiilty of constructing, near the 
Supreme Court of the United States, adequate facilities to house the Court of 
Claims, the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, and the Tax Court of the 
United States. As soon as practicable after the date of enactment of this section, 
the Administrator shall submit a report on the results of such study, together 
with such recommendations as he may deem advisable,.to the Committees on 
Public Works of the Senate and House of Representatives. 

“Sec. 19. In keeping with the national policy of protecting and preserving 
historic American buildings and sites for the inspiration and benefit of the people 
of the United States, the Administrator shall preserve and maintain the Dolly 
Madison House, the Benjamin Tayloe House, and the Belasco Theater, on La- 
fayette Square in the District of Columbia, for historical, cultural, and civic 
purposes. The Administrator is authorized and directed to restore the Belasco 
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Theater to a condition at least equal to its condition at the time it was acquired 
by the Federal Government. The National Park Service, and the District of 
Columbia Recreation Department, shall advise and assist the Administrator in 
the restoration and management of the Belasco Theater as a municipal art 
center.” 


[S. 3403, 86th Cong., 2d sess.] 


A BILL To amend the Public Buildings Act of 1959 to provide a study as to the best 
location for a new building for certain courts of the United States, to preserve the 
Dolly Madison House and other historic buildings near the White House for cultural 
and educational purposes in keeping with the national policy enunciated in the Historic 
‘Sites, Buildings, and Antiquities Act, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Public Buildings Act of 1959 is 
amended by adding at the end thereof the following new sections: 

“Sec. 18. The Administrator is authorized and directed to conduct a joint 
study, together with the National Capital Planning Commission and the Com- 
mission of Fine Arts, for the purpose of determining the feasibility of construct- 
ing in the area bounded by Pennsylvania Avenue on the north, Seventeenth Street 
on the east, New York Avenue on the south, and Highteenth Street on the west, 
in the northwest sector of Washington, District of Columbia, or near the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, adequate facilities to house the Court of 
Claims, and the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals of the United States. As 
‘goon as practicable after the date of enactment of this section, the Administrator 
shall submit a report on the results of such study, together with such recom- 
mendations as the three agencies may deem advisable, to the Committees on 
Public Works of the Senate and House of Representatives. 

“Sec. 19. (a) In keeping with the national policy of protecting and preserving 
historic American buildings and sites for the inspiration and benefit of the people 
of the United States, the Administrator shall preserve and maintain the Dolly 
Madison House, the Benjamin Tayloe House, and the Belasco Theater on 
Lafayette Square near the White House in the District of Columbia for his- 
torical, civic, cultural and educational purposes and to further the purposes of 
the Act of June 5, 1860 (12 Stat. 35), chartering the National Gallery and School 
of Arts; the Act of March 3, 1863 (36 U.S.C. 251-253), chartering the National 
Academy of Sciences; the Act of March 3, 1891 (26 Stat. 1093), providing for a 
National Conservatory of Music; the Act of March 3, 1901 (31 Stat. 1438), 
chartering the General Federation of Women’s Clubs for educational, literary, 
artistic, and scientific culture; the Act of June 3, 1906 (34 Stat. 804), chartering 
the National Education Association of the United States; the Act of February 
4, 1913 (37 Stat. 660), chartering the National Institute of Arts and Letters; 
the Act of April 17, 1916 (39 Stat. 51), chartering the American Academy of 
Arts and Letters; the Act of July 5, 1935 (49 Stat. 457), chartering the Ameri- 
can National Theater and Academy; the Act of October 26, 1949 (16 U.S.C. 
468-468e), establishing the National Trust for Historic Preservation; and the 
Act of August 1, 1956 (36 U.S.C. 661-680), chartering the National Music 
Council. The Administrator is authorized and directed to restore the Belasco 
Theater to a condition at least equal to its condition at the time it was acquired 
by the Federal Government, and to accept contributions of money which shall 
constitute ‘charitable contributions’ for purposes of section 170 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 (relating to deductions for charitable, etc., contributions 
oa gifts), for the purpose of assisting him in the restoration of the Belasco 

eater. 

“(b) The President is authorized to create such interagency committees and 
advisory committees as in his judgment may be of assistance in carrying out 
the purposes of this section. The provisions of section 214 of the Act of May 
3, 1945 (59 Stat. 184; U.S.C. 691), shall be applicable to any interagency com- 
mittee created pursuant to this section.” 


Tax CourRT OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, April 4, 1960. 
Hon. DENNIS CHAVEZ, 
Chairman, Commitiee on Public Works, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 
Deak Simm: I received your letters of March 25 and 29, 1960, enclosing copies 
of S..3280 and S. 3279 and asking me to furnish the committee with such sug- 
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gestions as I may deem proper touching the merits of the bills and the propriety 
of their passage. 

The Tax Court definitely desires to have quarters of its own in a court- 
house building. It feels that the bills are meritorious and proper. 

The Tax Court, formerly the Board of Tax Appeals, was housed originally 
on the two top floors of what is now the Warner Building, northeast corner 
of 13th and E Streets, but it was moved to the Internal Revenue Building, 
Constitution Avenue between 10th and 12th Streets, upon completion of that 
building. The Tax Court now occupies about 60,000 square feet on the second 
floor of the Internal Revenue Building. It needs additional space and formerly 
occupied in the Internal Revenue Building additional space which it gave up 
during World War II at the request of the then Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue. The Internal Revenue Service has indicated from time to time that 
it needs the space in its building now occupied by the Tax Court. The Court 
of Customs and Patent Appeals occupies space on the seventh floor of the In- 
ternal Revenue Building. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue is a party respondent to every tax 
ease coming before the Tax Court, and the independence of the court would be 
more apparent if it were not housed in the same building with one of its liti- 
gants, and particularly in a building named the Internal Revenue Building. 

The General Services Administration has heretofore indicated its desire to 
provide a courthouse at some appropriate place to house the Court of Claims, 
the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals and the Tax Court. The Tax Court 
believes that such a building would be the most economical and efficient solu- 
tion to the problem of housing these three courts. It has cooperated at all times 
with the General Services Administration in an effort to obtain such a building. 

The Tax Court would like to be housed in a courthouse building wherever 
it is located but, without qualifying that statement to any degree, I would 
add that the court would prefer a location near the downtown section of Wash- 
ington to one near the Supreme Court Building. The matter of location is 
mentioned only because the court feels that a donwtown location would be 
somewhat more convenient for most persons coming to the court than would 
a location near the Supreme Court Building. 

Respectfully yours, 
J. HE. Murpock, Chief Judge. 


APRIL 15, 1960. 
Hon. DENNIS CHAVEz, 


Chairman, Committee on Public Works, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Dear SENATOR: Recent developments and information published in the news- 
papers leads me to believe that I should give you some additional information 
in regard to the question of the housing of the Tax Court of the United 
States. 

The General Services Administration has been endeavoring for over 6 years 
to provide a courthouse at some appropriate place to house the Court of Claims, 
the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, and the Tax Court of the United 
States. The Tax Court believes that such a building would be the most eco- 
nomical and efficient solution to the problem of housing these three courts. 
It has cooperated at all times with the General Services Administration in 
an effort to obtain such a building. 

Both the Tax Court and the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals are 
presently housed in the Internal Revenue Building. The General Services 
Administration and the Internal Revenue Service want the two courts out of 
that building because the space is needed for the Internal Revenue Service. 
The Commissioner of Internal Revenue is a party respondent to every tax 
ease coming before the Tax Court, and the independence of the court would 
be more apparent if it were not housed in the same building with one of its 
litigants, and particularly in a building named the Internal Revenue Build- 
ing. The Tax Court has occupied a good part of the second floor of the Internal 
Revenue Building ever since it was built. It needs a little more space than it 
presently occupies, which is about 60,000 square feet in all. 

I hope you will have the Tax Court in mind in connection with the building 
of any facilities for the Court of Claims and the Court of Customs and Patents 
Appeals. It would be unfortunate if facilities were built for the two courts 
without taking care of the Tax Court at the same time. 

Very truly yours, 


J. E. Murpock, Chief Judge. 
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Hon. DENNIS CHAVEZ, 
Chairman, Committee on Public Works, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Dear SENATOR: I received your letter of April 25, 1960, enclosing a copy of 
S. 3403 and asking me to furnish the committee with such suggestions as I may 
deem proper touching the merits of the bill and the propriety of its passage. 

The suggestion of the Tax Court is that the bill include it along with the Court 
of Claims and the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals; and if the Tax Court 
is included, then the Tax Court would deem the bill meritorious and proper. 

I refer you to my prior letters to you, one dated April 4, 1960, and the other 
dated April 15, 1960, for further comments on this general subject. 

Very truly yours, 
J. BE. Murpock, Chief Judge. 


ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICES OF THE U.S. Courts, 
Washington, D.C., May 17, 1960. 
Hon. DENNIS CHAVEZ, 
Chairman, Committee on Public Works, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 


DEAR SENATOR CHAVEZ: I have your letters of March 25, March 29, and April 25, 
which transmitted copies of bills S. 3280, 8S. 3279, and S. 3408, respectively, all 
of which propose a study to determine the location of a site for a new building 
to house the U.S. Court of Claims, U.S. Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, 
and for other purposes. 

Bills 8S. 3280 and S. 3279 would provide facilities for the above-mentioned courts 
on a site near the U.S. Supreme Court Building, whereas bill 8. 3403 provides for 
the determination of the feasibility of constructing such a building in a down- 
town area in the northwest section of Washington, D.C., or near the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

As the special meeting of the Judicial Conference of the United States was 
held March 10 and 11, 1960, your letters and the attached bills were not received 
in time to permit the presentation of this question to the conference at that meet- 
ing; and since the next meeting of the conference will not take place until the 
latter part of September and the proposed legislation cannot be held in abeyance 
until then, I am replying to you as best I can, although the Judicial Conference, 
of course, has taken no position whatever with respect to these facilities. We 
have, however, discussed these bills with Chief Judge Marvin Jones, of the 
U.S. Court of Claims, and Chief Judge Eugene Worley, of the Court of Customs 
and Patent Appeals, both of whom are of the opinion that the project for a new 
building to house their courts should proceed as rapidly as possible under legis- 
lation which has previously been developed and which provides for a location 
near the present site of the Court of Claims. Planning for this building has been 
formulated by the General Services Administration, and both Chief Judge Jones 
and Chief Judge Worley are strongly of the opinion that if S. 3408, S. 3279, or 
S. 3280 should be substituted for the legislation which they have approved the 
delay which would necessarily ensue would seriously handicap both courts in 
the performance of their duties and the resultant breakdown in efficient opera- 
tion would work serious hardships, not only on the judges and staffs of the courts, 
but on the members of the bar and the litigants having business before them. 

As stated above, although the Judicial Conference of the United States has not 
had an opportunity to consider these bills, I believe that, in view of the opinions 
of Chief Judge Jones and Chief Judge Worley, the best interests of all concerned 
would be served by proceeding under the previously developed legislation, and 
that these bills should not be enacted. 

Sincerely yours, 
WarkREN OLNEY III, Director. 


THE COMMISSION OF FINE ARTs, 


Washington, D.C., May 18, 1960. 
Hon. DENNIS CHAVEZ, 


Chairman, Committee on Public Works, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Deak Mr. CHAIRMAN: I am writing in reply to your request for the views of 
the Commission of Fine Arts on S. 3279, a bill to amend the Public Buildings 
Act of 1959 to provide a study by the National Capital Planning Commission, 
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the General Services Administration, and the Commission of Fine Arts as to 
the best location for a new U.S. Court of Claims Building, and for other pur- 
poses. Reports have also been requested on two similar bills, S. 3280 and S8. 
8403, for which it is hoped that this report will suffice. 

The Commission of Fine Arts would be glad to cooperate with the General 
Services Administration and the National Capital Planning Commission in 
making a study of the possibilities of constructing adequate facilities to house 
the Court of Claims, the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, and the Tax 
Court of the United States on a site or sites near the Supreme Court, Judiciary 
Square, or along 17th Street NW. 

The Commission of Fine Arts understands that, in addition to the U.S. Court 
of Claims, and the U.S. Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, the Tax Court 
of the United States, now housed in the Internal Revenue Building, is badly 
in need of new quarters. The Tax Court has asked that a building be provided at 
the same time provision is made for the two other courts. We understand also 
that the requirements for the three courts would make it impossible to place 
them, as proposed, on the east side of Lafayette Square without erecting a 
building that would be so tall as to be out of scale with other buildings in 
that area. 

At a hearing which was held before the subcommittee of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Public Works on June 5 and July 2, 1956, I gave the views of the 
Commission of Fine Arts as regards a building for the Court of Claims which 
we felt should be placed near the district courts or near the Supreme Court, as 
are the other courts in Washington. The Commission of Fine Arts is still of 
the same opinion, and believes the other two courts should also be erected in 
these general neighborhoods. 

If this is not feasible, the Commission will be glad to see a handsome building 
erected for each of the courts between New York and Pennsylvania Avenues 
on 17th Street, which would be in harmony with the building of the American 
Red Cross, the Pan American Union, and the DAR Building. This site is 
especially important as the building areas along 17th Street from New York 
to Pennsylvania Avenues face the White House grounds and the Presidential 
offices. 

In the event the courts are placed in any of these areas, we shall be glad to 
see the Government retain the buildings on the east side of Lafayette Square, 
particularly the Belasco Theater, which would be useful if it were to be rehabili- 
tated. While the house formerly occupied by Mrs. Madison and the Cosmos 
Club has been greatly changed from the time Mrs. Madison lived there, the 
Commission would be happy to see this building, and also the Tayloe House, 
retained and used for small government or semipublic agencies, thus keeping 
the buildings around Lafayette Square in scale with St. John’s Church and 
Parish House on the north side of the square. The Commission regrets that 
Lafayette Square was not zoned many years ago, so that it would have retained 
its residential character with its many interesting and historic houses. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised that it has no objection to the sub- 
mission of this report. 

For the Commission of Fine Arts: 

Sincerely yours, 
Davin E. Fin.ey, Chairman. 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 
BUREAU OF THE BUDGET, 


Washington, D.C., May 28, 1960. 
Hon. DENNIS CHAVEZ, 


Chairman, Committee on Public Works, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 


My Dear Mr. CuarrMAN: This is in reply to your letters of March 25, March 
29, and April 25, 1960, requesting the views of this Office with respect to S. 3279, 
S. 3280, and 8S. 3408. These bills concern studies of locations for a building to 
house certain courts in the District of Columbia, the preservation of the Dolly 
Madison House, the Benjamin Tayloe House, and the Belasco Theater, and other 
matters. 

The General Services Administration has recommended to the Public Works 
Committees of the Senate and House of Representatives the construction of 2 
new building to house the Court of Claims and the Court of Customs and Patent 
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Appeals. The new building would occupy the land on which the above-mentioned 
buildings stand. The new facilities are urgently needed and this office concurs in 
the GSA proposal. 

The General Services Administration, in the report being made to your com- 
mittee on these bills, points out that it already has authority, under the Public 
Buildings Act of 1959, for conducting a study such as that proposed in the bills. 
There are also existing statutory requirements for coordination with the Na- 
tional Capital Planning Commission and the Commission of Fine Arts. Finally, 
the General Services Administration would not appear to be the proper organi- 
zation to manage a cultural center or to preserve and maintain historic buildings. 

While we appreciate the motives of those who wish to preserve the buildings 
on the site GSA has proposed for a court building, we question whether retention 
of these buildings is consistent with the future development of Lafayette Square. 
Three sides of the square have been largely given over to the construction of 
office buildings, and the proposed site for the new court building was acquired 
years ago for the construction of a Federal building. In our view, the construc- 
tion of a suitable building for the courts on this site will be more harmonious 
with and contribute more importantly to the general development of the area 
than will the preservation of the existing structures. 

We also question whether the preservation of these buildings for use as a cul- 
tural center is consistent with plans for the development of the National Cultural 
Center authorized by Public Law 85-874. It is our understanding that the 
National Cultural Center will serve the same general functional purposes as pro- 
posed for the buildings which are the subject of these bills. 

We recommend that these measures not be enacted for the reasons discussed 
above and for the reasons set out in the report of the General Services Adminis- 
tration on these bills. 

Sincerely yours, 
Pur §. HueHEs, 
Assistant Director for Legislative Reference. 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 
BUREAU OF THE BUDGET, 
Washington, D.C., May 27, 1960. 
Hon. JENNINGS RANDOLPH, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, Public Works Com- 
mittee, U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Mr. CHarrmMan: Your committee is now considering the problem 
raised by the proposal to construct a building on the east side of Lafayette Square 
to house the Court of Claims, the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, and the 
Tax Court. 

The purpose of this letter is to emphasize the urgency of a resolution of this 
issue in the current session of Congress. The President had hoped that a decision 
regarding the housing of the Court of Claims would be approved by Congress in 
order that plans could be developed for Federal Office Building No. 7 and future 
White House office space requirements. 

I am well aware of the complicated problem with which you and your com- 
mittee are confronted, but I wish again to emphasize that until the question of 
court facilities is resolved, other plans cannot move forward. If I can be of any 
assistance in your consideration of this problem, please do not hesitate to call 
upon me. 

Sincerely yours, 
Maurice H. Stans, Director. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, _ 
Washington, D.C., May 23, 1960. 
Hon. DENNIS CHAVEZ, 
Chairman, Committee on Public Works, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Deak SenaToR CHAveEz: Your committee has requested a report on S. 3279, 
a bill to amend the Public Buildings Act of 1959 to provide a study by the 
National Capital Planning Commission, the General Services Administration, 
and the Commission of Fine Arts as to the best location for a new U.S. Court 
of Claims Building, and for other purposes, S. 3280, and S. 3403, similar bills. 
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Section 18 of the bills, a proposed new section for the existing act, would 
authorize the Administrator of General Services to conduct a joint study with 
the National Capital Planning Commission and the Commission of Pine Arts to 
determine the feasibility of constructing and resolving the location of adequate 
facilities to house the Court of Claims, the Court of Customs and Patent Ap- 
peals, and the Tax Court of the United States. Since this Department would 
have no responsibility under this proposed section and would not be affected by 
its enactment, it makes no recommendation thereon. 

Section 19 of the bills, an additional proposed new section for the existing 
act, would give the Administrator the authority to preserve and maintain the 
Dolly Madison House, the Benjamin Tayloe House, and the Belasco Theater 
for historical, cultural, and civic purposes. 

In regard to the preservation of the Dolly Madison House, the Benjamin 
Tayloe House, and the Belasco Theater for historical purposes, the Historic 
Sites Act of August 21, 1935 (16 U.S.C. 461-467) provides the Department of 
the Interior with the authority to study these properties for the purpose of 
evaluating their historical significance. Moreover, the act of August 27, 1935, 
as amended (40 U.S.C. 304a-2), provides that before the Administrator of Gen- 
eral Services demolishes any building declared surplus to the needs of the Gov- 
ernment he shall inform the Secretary of the Interior in writing of his intention 
to demolish it and shall not proceed with the demolition until he shall have 
received written notice from the Secretary of the Interior that the building is 
not a historic building of national significance within the meaning of the act 
of August 21, 1935. However, if the Secretary of the Interior shall fail to notify 
the Administration within 90 days of his determination, the Administrator may 
proceed with the demolition. 

In accordance with the act of August 21, 1935, the Administrator, on March 
11, 1960, asked the Secretary to notify him whether the Dolly Madison House, 
the Benjamin Tayloe House, and the Belasco Theater are of national significance 
within the meaning of the Historic Sites Act. Our National Park Service has 
conducted the study, which is in the process of being submitted to the Advisory 
Board on National Parks, Historic Sites, Buildings, and Monuments, that was 
established by the Historic Sites Act to advise on matters relating to that act. 
Accordingly, we are unable to advise the Congress at this time of the views of 
the Advisory Board, or to advise what the eventual determination of this 
Department will be. 

However, in view of the imminent hearings on these bills, we wish to advise 
the Congress that the basic study being submitted to the Advisory Board con- 
cludes that these buildings do not possess exceptional value in commenorating 
and illustrating the history of the United States within the meaning of the 
Historic Sites Act. In essence, it finds that the events which occurred at the 
Dolly Madison House and the Benjamin Tayloe House were not such as to be- 
stow national recognition on these properties. It also finds that these buildings 
have been extensively altered and that their structural and historical integrity 
have been greatly impaired. With respect to the Belasco Theater, the study 
reveals that it is of comparatively recent origin, having been erected in 1895, and 
that it is of limited historical importance. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised that there is no objection to the sub- 
mission of this report to your committee. 

Sincerely yours, 


Roger Ernst, Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 


GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION, 


Washington, D.C., May 23, 1960. 
Hon. DENNIS CHAVEZ, 


Committee on Public Works, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: Your letter of March 29 requested the views of the 
General Services Administration on S. 3280, a bill to amend the Public Buildings 
Act of 1959 to provide a study by the National Capital Planning: Commission, the 
General Services Administration, and the Commission of Fine Arts as to the best 
location for a new U.S. Court of Claims Building, and for other purposes. 

The bill would authorize the Administrator to conduct a study jointly with 
the National Capital Planning Commission and the Commission of Fine Arts to 
determine the feasibility of constructing, near the Supreme Court of the United 
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States, adequate facilities for the Court of Claims, the Court of Customs and 
Patent Appeals, and the Tax Court of the United States, and would require him 
to submit a report thereon to the Committees on Public Works of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives. It would provide that the Administrator preserve 
and maintain the Dolly Madison House, the Benjamin Tayloe House, and the 
Belasco Theater on Lafayette Square for historical, cultural, and civic purposes. 
It would also authorize the Administrator restore the Belasco Theater to its 
previous condition and to accept donations for such restoration, and would 
provide that the National Park Service and the District of Columbia advise and 
assist him in the restoration and management of the theater as a municipal 
art center. 

We have recommended to the Committees on Public Works of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives, respectively, a proposal for the construction of 
a new Federal building in Washington, D.C., to provide suitable housing for 
the U.S. Court of Claims and the U.S. Court of Customs and Patent Appeals. 
The building would be constructed on the southeast corner of Madison Place 
and H Street NW., in square 221, a portion of which was acquired for a public 
building site in 1932 and the remainder in 1940. This location has the tentative 
approval of the National Capital Planning Commission. 

The proposal contemplates the demolition of the existing buildings on the 
site comprising the former Cosmos Club (including the Taylor (Tayloe) House 
and the Dolly Madison House), the Wilkins Building and the Belasco Theater 
so that the site upon which they stand may be used as a site for the new courts 
building. The Tax Court of the United States would retain its present quarters 
in the Federal Triangle. 

The site on which it is proposed to locate the new courts building was acquired 
under the provisions of the Public Buildings Act of 1926, amended by the act 
of March 31, 1980, which authorized, empowered, and directed the Secretary of 
the Treasury (then vested with responsibilities relating hereto, later trans- 
ferred to the General Services Administration), to acquire the necessary land 
for the extension of the building known as Treasury Annex No. 1, northwardly 
to H Street NW. It is believed that the intended use of the site for a Federal 
building is not inconsistent with the purposes for which the land was acquired 
and is in keeping with the cited legislation. 

Section 18 of the bill whereby the Administrator is authorized to conduct 
a joint study, together with the National Capital Planning Commission and 
the Commission of Fine Arts, for the purpose of determining the feasibility of 
constructing, near the Supreme Court of the United States, adequate facilities 
to house the Court of Claims, the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, and 
the Tax Court of the United States, would appear to reiterate responsibilities 
and authorities now lodged with the Administrator of General Services by 
section 12 (a) and (b) of the Public Buildings Act of 1959 (73 Stat. 482). Seec- 
tion 12(a) of the Public Buildings Act of 1959 provides: “The Administrator 
is authorized and directed to make a continuing investigation and survey of 
the public buildings needs of the Federal Government in order that he may 
carry out his duties under the act, and as he determines necessary, to submit 
to Congress prospectuses of proposed projects * * *.” 

With respect to the portion of the bill which authorizes the Administrator 
of General Services to conduct a joint study, together with the National Capital 
Planning Commission and the Commission of Fine Arts, for the purpose of de- 
termining the feasibility of the construction proposed by the bill, there are 
existing statutory requirements for such coordination with the National Capital 
Planning Commission (40 U.S.C. 71d) and with the Commission of Fine Arts 
(40 U.S.C. 104 et seq.). Furthermore, section 12(b) of the Public Buildings 
Act of 1959 provides, in part, that “Each Federal agency shall cooperate with, 
advise, and assist the Administrator in carrying out his duties under this Act as 
determined necessary by the Administrator to carry out the purposes of this Act.” 

The recommendations to the Committee on Public Works of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, respectively, for the construction of the courts build- 
ings on the site proposed was made in the light of the provisions of the Public 
Buildings Act of 1959 discussed above. 

The studies relating to the proposed courts building disclosed no factors 
which indicate that operational savings of greater efficiency would result from 
locating the subject courts in a single building in close proximity to the Supreme 
Court Building, or would be derived from housing the Tax Court with the 
other courts at such a location. 
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In the event of passage of the proposed bill, the General Services Administra- 
tion would require funds with which to purchase another site for the proposed 
new courts building. The amount of such funds would depend on the location ; 
however, the figure would be quite substantial, in any case. Further, the preser- 
vation of the Dolly Madison House, the Benjamin Tayloe House and the Belasco 
Theater for historical, cultural, and civic purposes, and the management of the 
theater as a municipal art center, as provided in the bill, would be inconsistent 
with the responsibilities of the Administrator of General Services. 

Acordingly, we are opposed to the enactment of this proposed legislation. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised that there is no objection to the sub- 
mission of this report to your committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
FRANKLIN FLOETE, Administrator. 


GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION, 


Washington, D.C., May 28, 1960. 
Hon. DENNIS CHAVEz, 


Chairman, Committee on Public Works, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: Your letter of March 29 requested the views of the 
General Services Administration on S. 3279, a bill “To amend the Public Build- 
ings Act of 1959 to provide a study by the National Capital Planning Commission, 
the General Services Administration, and the Commission of Fine Arts as to the 
best location for a new U.S. Court of Claims Building, and for other purposes.” 

The bill would authorize the Administrator to conduct a study jointly with 
the National Capital Planning Commission and the Commission of Fine Arts 
to determine the feasibility of constructing, near the Supreme Court of the 
United States, adequate facilities for the Court of Claims and Patent Appeals, 
and the Tax Court of the United States, and would require him to submit a report 
thereon to the Committees on Public Works of the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives. It would provide that the Administrator preserve and maintain 
the Dolly Madison House, the Benjamin Tayloe House and the Belasco Theater 
on Lafayette Square, for historical, cultural and civic purposes. It would also 
authorize the Administrator restore the Belasco Theater to its previous condition 
and to accept donations for such restoration, and would provide that the National 
Park Service and the District of Columbia advise and assist him in the restora- 
tion and management of the theater as a municipal art center. 

We have recommended to the Committee on Public Works of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives, respectively, a proposal for the construction of 
a new Federal building in Washington, D.C., to provide suitable housing for 
the U.S. Court of Claims and the U.S. Court of Customs and Patent Appeals. 
The building would be constructed on the southeast corner of Madison Place 
and H Street NW., in square 221, a portion of which was acquired for a public 
building site in 1932 and the remainder in 1940. This location has the tentative 
approval of the National Capital Planning Commission. 

The proposed contemplates the demolition of the existing buildings on the 
site comprising the former Cosmos Club (including the Taylor (Tayloe) House 
and the Dolly Madison House), the Wilkins Building and the Belasco Theater 
so that the site upon which they stand may be used as a site for the new courts 
building. The Tax Court of the United States would retain its present quarters 
in the Federal Triangle. 

The site on which it is proposed to locate the new courts building was acquired 
under the provisions of the Public Buildings Act of 1926, amended by the act 
of March 31, 1980, which authorized, empowered and directed the Secretary of 
the Treasury (then vested with responsibilities relating hereto, later trans- 
ferred to the General Services Administration), to acquire the necessary land 
for the extension of the building known as Treasury Annex No. 1, northwardly 
to H Street NW. It is believed that the intended use of-the site for a Federal 
building is not inconsistent with the purposes for which the land was acquired 
and is in keeping with the cited legislation. 

Section 18 of the bill whereby “The Administrator is authorized to conduct 
a joint study, together with the National Capital Planning Commission and the 
Commission of Fine Arts, for the purpose of determining the feasibility of con- 
structing, near the Supreme Court of the United States, adequate facilities to 
house the Court of Claims, the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, and the 
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Tax Court of the United States,” would appear to reiterate responsibilities and 
authorities now lodged with the Administrator of General Services by section 
12 (a) and (b) of the Public Buildings Act of 1959 (73 Stat. 482). Section 
12(a) of the Public Buildings Act of 1959 provides, “The Administrator is 
authorized and directed to make a continuing investigation and survey of the 
public buildings needs of the Federal Government in order that he may carry 
out his duties under this act, and as he determines necessary, to submit to 
Congress prospectuses of proposed projects * * *.” 

With respect to the portion of the bill which authorizes the Administrator 
of General Services to conduct a joint study, together with the National Capital 
Planning Commission and the Commission of Fine Arts, for the purpose of 
determining the feasibility of the construction proposed by the bill, there are 
existing statutory requirements for such coordination with the National Capital 
Planning Commission (40 U.S.C. 71d) and with the Commission of Fine Arts 
(40 U.S.C. 104 et seq.). Furthermore, section 12(b) of the Public Buildings 
Act of 1959 provides, in part, that “Each Federal agency shall cooperate with, 
advise, and assist.the Administrator in carrying out his duties under this act 
as determined necessary by the Administrator to carry out the purposes of 
this act.” 

The recommendations to the Committee on Public Works of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, respectively, for the construction of the Courts 
Building on the site proposed was made in the light of the provisions of the 
Publie Buildings Act of 1959 discussed above. 

The studies relating to the proposed courts building disclosed no factors 
which indicate that operational savings of greater efficiency would result from 
locating the subject courts in a single building in close proximity to the Supreme 
Court Building, or would be derived from housing the Tax Court with the other 
courts at such a location. 

In the event of passage of the proposed bill, the General Services Administra- 
tion would require funds with which to purchase another site for the proposed 
new courts building. The amount of such funds would depend on the location; 
however, the figure would be quite substantial, in any case. Further, the 
preservation of the Dolly Madison House, the Benjamin Tayloe House and the 
Belasco Theater for historical, cultural and civic purposes, and the management 
of the theater as a municipal art center, as provided in the bill, would be incon- 
sistent with the responsibilities of the Administrator of General Services. 

Accordingly, we are opposed to the enactment of this proposed legislation. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised that there is no objection to the sub- 
mission of this report to your committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
FRANKLIN FLOETE, Administrator. 


GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D.C., May 20, 1960. 
Hon. DENNIS CHAVEZ, 
Chairman, Committee on Public Works, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: Your letter of April 25 requested the views of the Gen- 
eral Services Administration on S. 3403, a bill “To amend the Public Buildings 
Act of 1959 to provide a study as to the best location for a new building for 
certain courts of the United States, to preserve the Dolly Madison House and 
other historic buildings near the White House for cultural and educational pur- 
poses in keeping with the national policy enunciated in the Historic Sites, 
Buildings, and Antiquities Act, and for other purposes.” 

The bill would authorize the Administrator to conduct a study jointly with 
the National Capital Planning Commission and the Commission of Fine Arts to 
determine the feasibility of constructing, at either of two specified locations, 
adequate facilities for the Court of Claims and the Court of Customs and 
Patent Appeals, and would require him to submit a report thereon to the Com- 
mittee on Public Works of the Senate and House of Representatives. It would 
provide that the Administrator preserve and maintain the Dolly Madison House, 
the Benjamin Tayloe House, and the Belasco Theater on Lafayette Square, for 
historical, cultural and civic purposes. It would also authorize the Administra- 
tor to restore the Belasco Theater to its previous condition and to accept dona- 
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tions for such restoring. It would authorize the President to create such inter- 
agency committees and advisory committees as may be of assistance in carrying 
out the aforementioned preservation, maintenance and restoration. 

We have recommended to the Committee on Public Works of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, respectively, a proposal for the construction of a new 
Federal building in Washington, D.C., to provide suitable housing for the U.S. 
Court of Claims and the U.S. Court of Customs and Patent Appeals. The 
building would be constructed on the southeast corner of Madison Place and H 
Street NW. in square 221, a portion of which was acquired for a public build- 
ing site in 1982 and the remainder in 1940. This location has the tentative ap- 
proval of the National Capital Planning Commission. 

The proposal contemplates the demolition of the existing buildings on the 
site comprising the former Cosmos Club (including the Tayloe House and the 
Dolly Madison House), the Wilkins Building and the Belasco Theater so that 
the site upon which they stand may be used as a site for the new courts building. 

The site on which it is proposed to locate the new courts building was acquired 
under the provisions of the Public Buildings Act of 1926, amended by the act of 
March 31, 1930, which authorized, empowered and directed the Secretary of the 
Treasury (then vested with responsibilities relating hereto, later transferred to 
the General Services Administration), to acquire the necessary land for the 
extension of the building known as Treasury Annex No. 1, northwardly to H 
Street NW. It is believed that the intended use of the site for a Federal 
building is not inconsistent with the purposes for which the land was acquired 
and is in keeping with the cited legislation. 

Section 18 of the bill whereby “The Administrator is authorized and directed 
to conduct a joint study, together with the National Capital Planning Commis- 
sion and the Commission of Fine Arts, for the purpose of determining the 
feasibility of constructing in the area bounded by Pennsylvania Avenue on the 
north, Seventeenth Street on the east, New York Avenue on the south, and 
Highteenth Street on the west, in the northwest sector of Washington, District 
of Columbia, or near the Supreme Court of the United States, adequate facili- 
ties to house the Court of Claims, and the Court of Customs and Patent Ap- 
peals of the United States,” would appear to reiterate responsibilities and au- 
thorities now lodged with the Administrator of General Services by section 12 
(a) and (b) of the Public Buildings Act of 1959 (73 Stat. 482). Section 12(a) 
of the Public Buildings Act of 1959 provides, “The Administrator is authorized 
and directed to make a continuing investigation and survey of the public build- 
ing needs of the Federal Government in order that he may carry out his duties 
under this act, and as he determines necessary, to submit to Congress pros- 
pectuses of proposed projects.* * * ” 

With respect to the portion of the bill which authorizes the Administrator of 
General Services to conduct a joint study, together with the National Capital 
Planning Commission and the Commission of Fine Arts, for the purpose of deter- 
mining the feasibility of the construction proposed by the bill, there are exist- 
ing statutory requirements for such coordination with the National Capital 
Planning Commission (40 U.S.C. 71d) and with the Commission of Fine Arts 
(40 U.S.C. 104 et seq.). Furthermore, section 12(b) of the Public Buildings 
Act of 1259 provides, in part, that “Each Federal agency shall cooperate with, 
advise, and assist the Administrator in carrying out his duties under this act 
as determined necessary by the Administrator to carry out the purposes of this 
act.” 

The recommendations to the Committee on Public Works of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, respectively, for the construction of the courts build- 
ing on the site proposed was made in the light of the provisions of the Public 
Buildings Act of 1959 discussed above. 

The studies relating to the proposed courts building disclosed no factors 
which indicate that operational savings or greater efficiency would result from 
locating the subject courts in the area bounded by Pennsylvania Avenue on 
the north, 17th Street on the east, New York Avenue on the south, and 18th 
Street on the west, in the northwest sector of Washington, District of Columbia, 
or near the Supreme Court of the United States. 

The preservation and maintenance of the Dolly Madison House, the Benjamin 
Tayloe House and the Belasco Theater for historical, civic, cultural and educa- 
tional purposes, as provided in the bill, would not be consistent with the re- 
sponsibilities of the Administrator of General Services. 





PUBLIC BUILDINGS—1960 13 


In the event of passage of the proposed bill, the General Services Administra- 
tion would require funds with which to purchase another site for the proposed 
new courts building. The amount of such funds would depend on the location ; 
however, the figure would be quite substantial, in any case. 

Accordingly, we are opposed to the enactment of the proposed legislation. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised that there is no objection to the sub- 
mission of this report to your committee. 

Sincerely yours 
FRANKLIN FLOEtTE, Administrator. 


NATIONAL CAPITAL PLANNING COMMISSION, 
Washington, D.C., June 2, 1960. 
Hon. DENNIS CHAVEZ, 
Chairman, Committee on Public Works, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 


Dear SENATOR CHAVEZ: Reference is made to your request for the views of the 
National Capital Planning Commission on the following bills: 

S. 3279, a bill to amend the Public Buildings Act of 1959 to provide a study 
by the National Capital Planning Commission, the General Services Administra- 
tion, and the Commission of Fine Arts as to the best location for a new U.S. 
Court of Claims Building, and for other purposes, 

S. 3280, a bill to amend the Public Buildings Act of 1959 so as to authorize 
a study for the purpose of determining the feasibility of locating the Court of 
Claims, the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, and the Tax Court of the 
United States near the Supreme Court of the United States, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 3403, a bill to amend the Public Buildings Act of 1959 to provide a study as 
to the best location for a new building for certain courts of the United States, 
to preserve the Dolly Madison House and other historic buildings near the 
White House for cultural and educational purposes in keeping with the national 
policy enunciated in the Historic Sites, Buildings, and Antiquities Act, and for 
other purposes. 

Each of these bills would direct the General Services Administration to pre- 
serve and maintain as historic buildings the Dolly Madison House at 1520 H 
Street NW., the Benjamin Tayloe House at 21 Madison Place NW., and the 
old Belasco Theater on Lafayette Square. S. 3279 and S. 3280 would require 
the restoration of the old Belasco Theater as a municipal art center. 

In addition, 8. 3279 and S. 3280 would authorize the General Services Ad- 
ministrator, together with this Commission, and the Commission of Fine Arts 
to conduct a study to determine the feasibility of constructing, near the Supreme 
Court of the United States, adequate facilities to house the Court of Claims, 
the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, and the Tax Court of the United States. 
S. 3403 would extend this study to include the area bounded by Pennsylvania and 
New York Avenues and 17th and 18th Streets Northwest. 

The National Capital Planning Commission has no objection to the provisions 
of the bills authorizing location studies for the several courts of special 
jurisdiction. 

However, the Commission is opposed to those provisions of the bills which 
would designate certain buildings on the east side of Lafayette Square as historic 
buildings and require their restoration and preservation by the General Services 
Administrator. The act of August 21, 1935 (49 Stat. 666) established an orderly 
and comprehensive means of identifying, acquiring, preserving, and maintaining 
historic sites and buildings and vested responsibility in the Secretary of the 
Interior, through the National Park Service, for implementing the policy of pre- 
serving for public use “historic sites, buildings, and objects of national signifi- 
cance for the inspiration and benefit of the people of the United States.” Deter- 
mination of the historic value and feasibility of preservation of the buildings 
on the east side of Lafayette Square should be made in accordance with the 
procedures and machinery established by existing law. 

The Bureau of the Budget advises that it has no objection to the submission 
of this report to your committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
CuarLes H, Conran, Acting Director. 


56831—60——_2 
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GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, June 6, 1960. 
Hon. DENNIS CHAVEZ, 
Chairman, Committee on Public Works, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: For your records there is enclosed copy of letter dated 
June 3, 1960, from the Department of the Interior, determining that the Dolly 
Madison House, the Benjamin Tayloe House, the Wilkins Building, and the 
Belasco Theater are not of national historical significance. 

As you know, these buildings are located on Government-owned property on 
the southeast corner of Madison Place and H Street NW., in Washington, D.C., 
a site proposed by us in prospectuses heretofore submitted to you for the con- 
struction of a court building. 

Sincerely yours, 
FRANKLIN FLoete, Administrator. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., June 3, 1960. 
Tion. FRANKLIN FLOETE, 
Administrator, General Services Administration, 
Washington, D.C. 

Deak Mr. FLoere: With regard to your letter of March 11 to Secretary Sea- 
ton, requesting review and evaluation of the national historical significance of 
the Government-owned property on the southeast corner of Madison Place and 
H Street NW. in Washington, D.C., we are pleased to give you a determination 
in accordance with the act of August 27, 1935, (49 Stat. 885), as amended. 

An investigation of the historical significance of these structures has been 
completed and has been reviewed by the Advisory Board on National Parks, 
Historic Sites, Buildings, and Monuments. As the result of these considera- 
tions, the finding has been made that the Dolly Madison House, the Benjamin 
Tayloe House and the Belasco Theatre, and the Wilkins Building, adjacent to 
the east side of Lafayette Square are not of national historical significance. 

Sincerely yours, 
Conrap L. WirtH, Director. 

Senator Ranpoutru. Inasmuch as the General Services Administra- 
tion recommends approval of the prospectus for the building which 
is to be located on the east side of Lafayette Square we would like 
to have as our first witness this morning the Administrator of the 
General Services Administration, Mr, Franklin Floete. 

I want to say, Mr. Floete, if Senator Morse comes in we shall defer 
temporarily your testimony, until he speaks. 

I want to assure the proponents of the legislation which has been 
introduced by Senators Morse, Kennedy, and Humphrey, that they 
will, of course, be heard. We simply want to take the matter of the 
General Services Administration prospectus first in the order of 
procedure, At this time we will include in the record statements by 
Senators Kennedy and Humphrey. 


STATEMENT OF SENATOR HUBERT H. HUMPHREY, OF MINNESOTA 


Mr. Chairman, it is a privilege for me to appear before your subcommittee 
and testify in support of my proposal, 8S. 3403, which provides for a study of the 
location of certain Federal court buildings in the District of Columbia. 

The intent of the study is to preserve a priceless bit of Americana, certain 
historic buildings on Washington’s charming Lafayette Square and at the same 
time provide necessary facilities for growing Federal court casesloads in our 
Nation’s Capital. 

It is the policy of our Nation as set forth by the Congress in the Historic Sites, 
Buildings, and Antiquities Act to preserve historic American buildings and sites 
for the inspiration and benefit of the people of the United States. There cer- 
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tainly is no better place to act fully and wholeheartedly in accord with this policy 
than here in our Nation’s Capital. 

Our fellow Americans have a right to expect several things of their Capital 
City. They expect it to provide promptly and efficiently the governmental serv- 
ices they require. For this reason, there is a strong case for expansion of Fed- 
eral court facilities in the city. They expect it to be a lesson in government-in- 
action. For this reason, hundreds of thousands of students of American govern- 
ment—those still in school and those who are active, interested voters—visit 
Washington each year. 

Finally, they expect the city of Washington to be an appropriate shrine or 
monument to American history and the best traditions and most glowing chap- 
ters of American life. However, it is unfortunately true that in the District as 
elsewhere we have not always preserved our irreplaceable historical buildings 
and areas as we should. 

The gracious Dolly Madison and Benjamin Tayloe Houses and the Belasco 
Theater on Madison Place on the east side of Lafayette Square are cherished 
reminders of our Nation’s younger years. Lafayette Square itself is the front- 
yard of our President’s own home. There seems to me no better place to main- 
tain for our children a graceful corner reflecting the beauties of America’s 
heritage. 

Certainly, appropriate locations for the new U.S. claims and customs court 
building or buildings which we need may well be found in the area bounded 
by Pennsylvania Avenue on the north, 17th Street on the east, New York Avenue 
on the south, and 18th Street on the west. We ought at least to study carefully 
this alternative, as provided in my bill, before Lafayette Square is destroyed. 

Several groups such as the American National Theater and Academy, the 
General Federation of Women’s Clubs and the National Federation of Music 
Clubs have come forward not only in support of Lafayette Square’s preservation, 
but with new ideas for cultural and educational use of the Madison and Tayloe 
Houses and the Belasco Theater. 

My interest in improving the cultural opportunities of our Capital City is 
well known. Use of these buildings for theater, opera or art centers would be 
a splendid opportunity to enhance the artistic reputation of Washington and 
our Nation—yet another reason for careful study of alternate court locations 
as my proposal provides, 


STATEMENT OF SENATOR JOHN F. KENNEDY, DEMOCRAT, OF MASSACHUSETTS, ON 
S. 3280 


The bill introduced by me, S. 3280, and similar bills which have been introduced 
by others merely ask that a study be made of the feasibility of constructing near 
the Supreme Court adequate facilities for the Court of Claims, the Court of 
Customs and Patent Appeals, and the Tax Court of the United States. They 
would also provide for the use of the Belasco Theater and the Madison and 
Tayloe Houses for historic, cultural, and civic purposes. These obviously worth- 
while and desirable projects have become controversial because of the proposals 
being made to ring Lafayette Park with Government buildings. 

Although it is true that the Federal courts and executive offices must have 
more space, it seems to me that it should be possible to make space available 
to them without destroying our national treasures. Even if there is no suitable 
site near the Supreme Court, as suggested in S. 3280, I am sure that other loca- 
tions can be found. For example, in recent testimony before the Senate Public 
Buildings Subcommittee, the General Services Administrator indicated that 
land could be found in southwest Washington for courthouses and for relocation 
of the Federal Aviation Agency and the National Aeronautics and Space Admin- 
istration. His testimony revealed that construction in southwest Washington 
might well be cheaper than construction at Lafayette Park. 

It is doubtful wisdom to spend millions to preserve and restore cultural centers 
in other American cities and abroad while destroying the historical landmarks 
and marring the beauty of Lafayette Park. 

I hope this committee will favorably report S. 3280. 
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STATEMENT OF FRANKLIN FLOETE, ADMINISTRATOR, GENERAL. 


SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 


Mr. Frorere. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, the 
subject matter of these three bills before this committee this morning 
may be divided into three separate problems, the way I look at it. 


First, should the Cosmos Club—Dolly Madison House—the Tayloe: 


House, and the Belasco Theater, be retained for their historical sig- 
nificance and preserved and maintained. 

Second, should provision be made for the construction of a new 
building to house the three courts, the U.S. Court of Claims, the Tax 
Court of the United States, and the U.S. Court of Customs and Patent 
Appeals? 


And third, where should the latter building be located, if that is the: 


decision ? 

For nearly 2 years the General Services Administration has recog- 
nized that these three courts have inadequate quarters. 

The Court of Claims occupies the same building it has occupied 
for over 60 years, I believe. 

The other two courts are both located in the Internal Revenue 


Service Building. And the Internal Revenue Service badly needs the- 


space now occupied by those two courts. We have been aware of that 


fact. Secretary Anderson called me a year and a half ago and asked’ 


what could be done about it. 

So we have been studying the matter with those two general re- 
quirements in mind. 

Section 12(a) of the Public Building Act of 1959 provides: 


The Administrator is authorized and directed to make a continuing investi- 
gation and survey of the public building needs of the Federal Government in 


order that he may carry out his duties under this act, and as he determines: 


necessary, to submit to Congress prospectuses of proposed projects. 


One of the other requirements of the law is that we should always 
consider presently Government-owned locations for a new building. 
And accordingly, the General Services Administration did consider 
the fact, such a site located at the southeast corner of Madison Place 


and H Street, the site of the buildings first mentioned. That is the 


Dolly Madison and Belasco Theater site. 

Our consideration was based on various elements. One of them 
is the condition of the existing buildings. To us it is clear that they 
are not suitable for either general office or other use in their present 
condition. It is also clear that their cost of maintenance and opera- 
tion is high—the very highest of any buildings we have in Washing- 
ton. For the Government to try to improve them for Government 
use would not be justified by the results which could be obtained. 


So for these reasons we considered this as a possible site for this: 


new building for the courts. 

However, our consideration is only as to the material aspects of 
this subject and does not go to the historical significance of the par- 
ticular property. 

The following act of Congress, I think, is pertinent. Section 7 of 
the act of August 27, 1935, authorizes the Administrator of the 
General Services Administration, upon his determination that such 
action will be in the best interest of the Government, to demolish any 
building declared surplus to the needs of the Government. 
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This law requires that, before proceeding with a demolition of any 
public building, the Administrator of General Services inform the 
Secretary of the Interior in writing of his intention to demolish it, 
and precludes him from proceeding with the demolition until he shall 
have received written notice from the Secretary of the Interior that 
the building is not an historic building of national significance, within 
the meaning of the Historic Sites Act, unless the Secretary of the 
Interior fails to so notify the Administrator within 90 days, in which 
event the Administrator may proceed to demolish the building. 

Acting in compliance with that act, General Services Admuinistra- 
tion wrote the Department of Interior on March 11, 1960, saying, in 
part, as follows: 

This is to inform you of the intention of the General Services Administration 
to demolish these buildings, and it is requested that you determine whether 
such buildings have national historical significance, within the meaning of the 
act of August 21, 1935. 

No reply has yet been received to that letter. 

Although it appears that there may be some question as to the 
national historic significance of these buildings, General Services Ad- 
ministration nevertheless feels that the possibilities of an alternate 
site for the courts building should be considered. 

Accordingly, we have prepared another prospectus which will be 
submitted to the Public Works Committees of the Senate and the 
House immediately. That prospectus proposes the site at Madison 
Place and H Street, or one between 9th and 10th Streets SW., on 
Independence Avenue. 

The latter site is not Government owned, but we have considered 
it for 4 years as a possible location of a site for what we call Federal 
Office Building No. 5, which has not as yet been reapproved by the 
Public Works Committees of the Senate and the House, as required 
by law. But it is a very desirable location adjoining the Agricultural 
Building to the east and adjoining, or will be immediately adjacent 
to, Federal Office Building No. 10, which has been reapproved by 
the Public Works Committee and for which construction funds are 
included in our present budget for the fiscal year 1961. 

This building will be occupied by the Federal Aviation Agency, 
and will bea very magnificent building. 

Furthermore, the site between 9th and 10th Streets and Independ- 
ence Avenue is within the “taking area” as authorized by Congress, 
and is in the Southwest development area. Therefore, a building so 
located would contribute notably to this important project, to the 
development of the entire Southwest area. 

It would also hasten the construction of the 10th Street Mall to 
run from Independence Avenue to the river and of other construction 
thereon. 

Sufficient funds are included in our pending 1961 budget request to 
Congress to construct a building at either site for the Court of Claims 
and Customs, and Patent Court. These could be augmented to pro- 
vide for all these courts by an increasé in the present 1961 appro- 
priation or by asupplemental appropriation later. 

The principal role of General Services Administration is to provide 
suitable space. We therefore urge the Public Works Committees to 
act at once upon the prospectus herewith submitted. 
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This prospectus contains two alternates of differing total costs. 
Action by the committees on the prospectus will enable us to proceed 
with the project either on the Government-owned site or the site to be 
acquired. 

That concludes my formal statement, and we do submit the pro- 
spectus to which I have just referred. 

Senator Ranpotpn. It will be included in the record at this point. 
There will also be included the prospectus dated January 29, 1960, 
and the one dated March 30, 1960. 


(The prospectuses referred to follows :) 


Date: May 16, 1960. 
Project No. 49912 


PROSPECTUS FOR PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION UNDER THE PuBLIC BUILDINGS ACT OF 
1959 


U.S. Courts BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D.C. 


1. Description of proposed project 


The project contemplates the construction of a multitenant building with fall- 
out shelter for the use of the U.S. Court of Claims, the U.S. Court of Customs 
and Patent Appeals, and the Tax Court of the United States. 

The building is to be constructed on either (1) a Government-owned site located 
at the southeast corner of Madison Place and H Street NW., or (2) a site’ 
located at the southwest corner of Independence Avenue and Ninth Street SW., 
now owned by the Redevelopment Land Agency of the District of Columbia. 
Construction of the building on the Government-owned site will obviate the need 
for an expenditure of funds for site acquisition and will result in maximum 
use of the land area of a prestige location for a courts building. However, 
recognizing the pendency of legislation before the Congress which, if enacted, 
would preclude the use of the site for this purpose, the estimates of cost for 
the project set forth below include an amount for the acquisition of the above- 
mentioned site from the Redevelopment Land Agency in the event the Govern- 
ment-owned site is not available for the courts building. 


Approximate area: Gross—345,125 square feet. Net assignable—201,600: 
square feet. 


2. Estimated maximum cost of project 


Alternate | Alternate 
No.1 


No.2 
IDR 5-52 0 cos ote nancedgnbakcteswacesdateacwaunasnasecbusabat $680,000 | $1,000,000: 
NPI ose dnscikincan cu rtendrnninicunonnsieudadualaledddéesdecadaadesteee 11,025,000 | 10,490,000 
(c) Equipment and other postconstruction items_.............--.--------------- 295, 000 295, 000 


I visi itoianccne vcntadodcevsesukpbaceniadecoan 12,000,000 | 11, 785, 000 


38. Justification 


The present Court of Claims Building at Pennsylvania Avenue and 17th 
Street NW., was originally the Corcoran Gallery of Art. The building as con- 
verted has served the court for 60 years. During that period, the court functions 
and workload have progressively increased with the result that its space has 
become crowded and outmoded. 

The U.S. Court of Customs and Patent Appeals and the Tax Court of the 
United States are now located in the Internal Revenue Building on Constitution 
Avenue at 12th Street NW. The Court of Customs and Patent Appeals requires. 
double the amount of space it now occupies and the Tax Court requires a third 
again as much space as it now has. Additional space is not available at the 
present location, and, in fact, the courts present space is urgently needed for 
the expansion of the Internal Revenue Service, the building’s major tenant. 


2 _ site contains 120,000 square feet, of which 20,720 is owned by the U.S. Govern- 
ment. 
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4. Current housing costs? 


Area (square | Annual cost 


I I ain in ak eases ckccckonneseuaoaeeedaabeensdaaen ea es ee 
Operation, maintenance, and upkeep costs_...........-.--..----------------- 87, 920 $115, 900 


5. Proposed space plans for housing Federal agencies 

A comprehensive plan for housing Federal agencies in the locality is attached 
(exhibit A). The housing plan for the three courts is also attached (exhibit B). 
Upon completion of construction, assignment and reassignment of space will be 
made in accordance with existing law. 


6. Statement of need 


It has been determined that (1) the need for space for this purpose cannot be 
satisfied by utilization of existing suitable property now owned by the Govern- 
ment, and (2) suitable rental space is not available at a price commensurate 
with that to be afforded through the proposed action. 

Submitted at Washington, D.C., on May 16, 1960. 

Recommended 


Acting Commissioner of Public Buildings Service. 
Approved 


eee eee 
Administrator of General Services. 


ExHisit A 


Washington, D.C., comprehensive housing plan 


PART I. AREA PROVIDED AND PERSONNEL HOUSED IN BUILDING CONTROLLED 
OR LEASED BY GSA IN METROPOLITAN WASHINGTON 


Number of Area Personnel 
buildings (square feet) 


Building occupancy, April 1960: 

















Permanent... sadigseiin tilde taba hiSielanagoigihin icoed tached 44 19, 438, 577 107, 848 
Sa ip haccbnacedddbindiacanccddics coche abiemeastion 52 6, 053, 619 40, 522 
I itdstcinns ths nintndib ois adisdachisenaminametmasetd 64 4, 672, 597 16, 541 
EG pik tacendimatnosdcsddnaunasbnauadadvadnekadeashed 116 4, 440, 406 15, 832 
aaah bnpmed tachi ina piieiads Secmuaininemiommceennaesind 276 34, 605, 199 180, 743 
Buildings to be retained: 
WII So atte etre eee ae a eaten 44 19, 438, 577 107, 848 
Leased office space, District of Columbia proper -_......- 7 971, 518 6, 269 
Leased office space, nearby Maryland and Virginia_-____- 34 274, 945 988 
Leased warehouse space in Metropolitan District of 
IN oa ssesttitendod colnet alba cierctsccdetens seek eal neta 7 1, 536, 669 655 
Government owned andl eased space assigned temporarily. 8 259, 504 1,810 
Ee osaweankedantokegans sawaeaans apace wes 100 22, 481, 213 117, 570 
Buildings to be released: 
For disposal, demolition or lease cancellation: 
Temporary 52 6, 053, 619 40, 522 
Obsolete. 61 4, 593, 449 15, 751 
Leased... 63 1, 476, 918 6, 900° 
 idcnimibistlcabtindetunakontiaiadeidiskimme 176 12, 123, 986 63, 173. 





2 For agencies to be housed in the proposed building. 
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Washington, D.C., comprehensive housing plan—Continued 
PART II. PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 





Area (square | Personnel 


Construction in progress: 
State Department extension 
Central Intelligence Agency 
FOB No. 6 


Total 


Proposed construction starts: 
Stage 1 (1959-62): 
FOB No. 5. 
FOB No.7 
FOB No.8 
FOB No, 9__--- 
FOB No. 10 
Government Printing Office field plant. -__- ipoed 
OP Ren Oy. ee es eee sit pulsoatninanainae 









Stage 2 (1962-64): 
i ceo ancig og eibaieouh Pann SOIR 
sesh nina beholden a aissetabe nineties 
Defense Archives Annex (Pension Building extension) -__- 
Geological Survey 
National Meteorological Center and Coast & Geodetic Survey- 
a ds ocean buncimmasabin sine dingslioainnien 
White House Office Building 













Stage 3 (Post 1964): 
Agriculture Annex extension 
Federal Records Center 
ES a a ee 
Internal Revenue extension 
Post Office Department extension 








777, 000 

EE OD oinincocisbieenbakionwceniisonane 165, 000 

PERE EE, AE FAVE; DCW sp Wan cicdwcccncudscaicennvcngesasuesoouows 200, 000 
it dkneinintn adh eae same ddoastomeksamemjabmied tamahaete 2, 384, 000 8, 400 
DIR Se a i ae eee al ~~ 42,523,000] 65, 485 
‘Total construction: pn tad ee cane: 
a ae a a aka dpenainege emene inden Heenan 2, 356, 000 15, 300 
ER a ee eS 10, 167, 000 50, 185 
Me inhiciinnnapidiniddcehinaie anna aedngebiaweionnnas ayanNei 12, 523, 000 65, 485 





ExHIBIT B 
Housing plan for the Court of Claims and Court of Customs and Patent Appeals 








Present housing (net Proposed housing (net assignable 
assignable square feet) square feet) 
Department or agency Pe aa 
Govern- Retained 

Total |Person-| ment- | Total |Person-| Govern- New 

nel owned nel ment | building 
owned 

Ts RU NE, oc accnscecnan 26, 970 64 26,970 | 71,500 BAR Uvaixnosaccan 71, 500 


U.S. — of Customs and Patent Ap- 
peal , 
Tax Court of the United States.........] 45,045 148 45,045 | 60,000 











, 60, 000 
Total..... re 218°} 87,920 |161, 500 WO 2255 161, 500 
Summary ‘ 
Square 
Net Assignable Space New Building: feet 
NOD i iinseiwcnsaucesrscusaueen occkenanabelaccernducecnetehasuuteaeetnabaresscaneeeee 161, 500 
PDL men nkihns = binkch aenns woe RAaeaehwaAsiath din Gs AGREED ReGOhe onaig eubiknaeio aiicnk aan 25, 000 
Building — space: 
SR SS cane mannvadushpssas teak en mandab we uKse kabasaeh Man dedcaiadasabncunauceeadeames 
Snack Bar 
Shelter 
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Date: January 29, 1960 
Project number: 49912 
PROSPECTUS FOR PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION UNDER THE 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS ACT OF 1959 


U.S. Court or CLaims BuILpInG, WASHINGTON, D.C. 


1. Description of proposed project 


The project contemplates the erection of a building with fallout shelter for 
the use of the U.S. Court of Claims and auxiliary functions on a site owned 
by the Government. 

i Approximate area: Gross, 166,150 square feet. Net assignable; 97,600 square 
eet. 


2. Estimated maximum cost of project 


(00: OG Cl 2 tnt recuse nck cieniebint bale beieee sete $400, 000 
GB) , CMEIOERisisisiss cris itrceg nts neeidsintindsudtduleikalinaotdauues 5, 700, 000 
(c) Equipment and other post construction items_............_____ 250, 000 

Total estimated maximum c0@b..2265 1s ee eee cens 6, 350, 600 


8. Justification 


The present Court of Claims Building at Pennsylvania Avenue and 17th 
Street, NW., was orginally the Corcoran Gallery of Art. The building as con- 
verted has served the court for 60 years. During that period, the court func- 
tions and workload have progressively increased with the result that its space 
has become crowded and outmoded. 

New space for the Court of Claims was approved by provisos in the resolu- 
tions of the Committees on Public Works of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, dated July 24 and December 19, 1956, respectively. These resolutions ap- 
proved the construction of Federal Office Building No. 7 under the Public Build- 
ings Purchase Contract Act of 1954, but required the inclusion of space to house 
the court. The site for the proposed building was acquired from funds appropri- 
ated prior to 1958. Funds for design were appropriated by the Independent 
Offices Appropriation Act 1959, as follows: “For expenses necessary for prepara- 
tion of plans and specifications for a building in Washington, District of Colum- 
bia, for use of the U.S. Court of Claims and agencies of the executive branch 
of the Government,” ete. 

The proposed site for FOB No. 7, described in the prospectus presented to 
the Committees in 1956, is located in square 167, bounded by Pennsylvania 
Avenue, 17th and H Streets N.W., and Jackson Place. Restrictions on utiliza- 
tion of the site decrease its effective area by setting aside the parcels occupied 
by the Blair and Blair-Lee Houses, the Decatur House and Naval Museum, 
and the National Grange. Development of the site must be compatible with its 
surroundings and harmonize with the low facade of the White House and the 
open spaces of Lafayette Square. As a result, the site proves to be too small 
to accommodate the requirements of both the Court of Claims and executive 
agencies. 

It is now proposed to devote the site in square 167 exclusively to FOB No. 7, 
by utilizing that portion of the land previously reserved for the court to meet 
executive agency requirements, and to relocate the Court of Claims in a building 
to be erected for the exclusive use of the Court and auxiliary functions on the 
Government-owned site at the southeast corner of Madison Place and H Street 
NW., in square 221. 

It is further proposed to request (a) an appropriation of funds to contract 
for the construction of the Courts Building in 1961 and (b) an amendment to 
the appropriation language of the 1959 act to authorize its use for design of 
the Federal Office Building. Meanwhile, sufficient funds are available under 
“Sites and Expenses” to permit contracting for design of the court building 
immediately following approval by the Public Works Committee. The present 
Court of Claims Building will be demolished in the development of FOB No. 7. 
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4. Current housing costs* 





Area. ( e| Annual cost 
feet 


Government-owned space 


Operation, maintenance, and upkeep costs.....--.--...---------------------- 26, 970 $47, 200 





5. Proposed space plan for housing Federal agencies 
A comprehensive plan for housing Federal agencies in the locality is attached 
(exhibit A). The housing plan for the Court of Claims is attached as exhibit B. 


Upon completion of construction, assignment and reassignment of space will be 
made in accordance with existing law. 


6. Statement of need 


It has been determined that (1) the needs for space of the Federal Government 
in this area cannot be satisfied by utilization of existing suitable property now 
owned by the Government, and (2) suitable rental space is not available at a 
price commensurate with that to be afforded through the proposed action. 

Submitted at Washington, D.C. on February 12, 1960. 

Recommended : 

Kari BE. WALLACE, 
Commissioner of Public Buildings Service. 

Approved : 

FRANKLIN FLOETE, 
Administrator of General Services. 


ExnHisit A 


Washington, D.C., comprehensive housing plan 


PART I. AREA PROVIDED AND PERSONNEL HOUSED IN BUILDINGS CONTROLLED 
OR LEASED BY GSA IN METROPOLITAN WASHINGTON 


Number of Area Personnel 
buildings | (square feet) 


Building occupancy— December 1959: 




















Permanent 44 19, 438, 577 107, 848 
Temporary 52 6, 053, 619 40, 522 
Obsolete 64 4, 672, 597 16, 541 
Leased... 118 4, 440, 406 15, 832 
Totals 278 34, 605, 199 180, 743 
Buildings to be retained: 5 : 
a 44 19, 438, 577 107, 848 
Leased office space, District of Columbia proper. ---- .---- 7 971, 518 6, 037 
Leased office space, nearby Maryland and Virginia--_-__- 34 273, 905 1,045 
Leased warehouse space in Metropolitan District of 
SII ios Sochctetsos irs sharers ooo catatonia teenie aires 7 1, 536, 669 654 
Government owned and leased space assigned temporary -- 8 259, 504 1,810 
a ea sia ea ne re elas ce un peiaanatmeee 100 22, 480, 173 117, 394 
Buildings to be released: is j 
For disposal, demolition or lease cancellation: 
SI i 5 Sacks cssirieticny oscil ag wimene shitty ieipe site plas 52 6, 053, 619 40, 522 
BEG ca sntsnete ncaeuecincaeienbnad oe muuncadeneued 61 4, 593, 449 15, 751 
I ccckacrscasnandenmectcdeconts uloscameaananan’ 65 1, 477, 958 7,076 
TE nicverdesecnadadenndnt pGie Lanittieg patie eases cies 178 12, 125, 026 63, 349 





1 For agencies to be housed in the proposed building. 
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Washington, D.C., comprehensive housing plan—Continued 
PART Il. PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


Area (square | Personnel 











feet) 
Construction in progress: 
ee sissies caciccoakaannse-dademqumeuniaemuana bombil Fe ee 
Central ee Agency... SO ia. scecensucken 
i TN i aciicin coc nsensadntcnduadncasssacdadenuseadnceaeaneiennetae 350, 000 sudineucoeeeae 
Na caidhann neediihaddamebadentinindsipeienbnphiteialnibaninmwiided: 2, 356, 000 15, 300 
Proposed construction starts: ine 
Stage 1 (1959-62): 
Pe TEE Bicccbcgdscandnavdanndocdncdeauntanedsoniasinesmarebaguasse SOE [naceiccschanaa 
F.o.b. No. 7... nace GRA Grnsncastcnckans 
TE BE Ei vathaccccciacsenken ia mieeadeidendayakedanvunanes acai eee 
F.o.b. No. S- éddndenéihudentncniipanimenmbeaeianuutin ott GERTEP Vacesccccesese 
RI I ORES os acacia Se ss baie winch Pasha aoectes eel oad aaa eae mae TERED Ecatdiieneunstxene 
Court of Gas, eae en ak ee ees TE Ceiiciennedscne 
Win sciicicdenteincctatsibcetndeaied ebeaidinndaepaae 2, 414, 000 13, 050 





Stage 2 (1962-64): 
F.o.b. No. 11 (Defense) 
pS 8S SRE ARES AE ALPS PRES REE CANO 
Defense Archives Annex (Pension Building extension) 
NE I iota ita anna d cin een ieipinakentkae 
Government Printing Office field plant____...............----------- 
National Meteorological Center and Coast and Geodetic Survey 


Veterans Administration. -._..............-.- Sicnatigemeanaticetne am 
FUE SED GES WENIINES cat vnnicispcceccasecaninaductrnsseesnead 
DO ide ckdnsncetinddaiedatadiandsddédemiuccesctmimeaacemmas 
Stage 3 (Post 1964): 
Se Be INE 6. ns he decenckenceccdbatddciodikasct 


Federal Records Center 
ee Ce isi ideas Cdn nadia addbenas yeaa een 
Se as a cuntaninaiodonieksanate 
Post Office Department extension 
Pe iach wb isis Sc Siccicecta nensdelnclé in wade eased 
1711 New York Ave., NW. site 





Total construction: 


i ICNNNORS - andiiakithiaddinipimbenicnetetenatniadenimntesuceedteaidos 2, 356, 000 15, 300 
re EE ins nat hoanieauiautilanssnnioiaadiadinanenuenesn cae 10, 077, 000 49, 985 
We caccncictindicstuecedianitétae id cdileneberacaeaheDcb alanine 12, 433, 000 65, 285 





Exursit B 
Housing plan for the Court of Claims 











Present housing (net Proposed housing (net assignable 
assignable square feet) square feet) 
Department or agency 
Govern- Retained, 
Total |Person-| ment- | Total |Person-| Govern- New 
nel owned nel ment- | building 
owned 
U.8. Court of Claims.................- 26, 970 64 26,970 | 71, 500 TD Basesacnas 71, 500 
Total agency space.__...........- 26, 970 64 26, 970 | 71, 500 WP bisaecccad 71, 500 
Summary 
Net assignable space new building: Square feet 
ET HE Dinisaccuddpaccucung ns eobdandednnbiniinicingniiniindaamaninineisadisenamadammeetanenaad 71, 500 
i id 1g operat ME an Dale i sulla Atninod alt lic ta ele a 
uilding rational space: 
ustodial a dale his llcalitilia dona einiabinin sake iapeendii~ waite eu aaineiidaitermnad deamamadiadeae 3, 000 
oats IIIS SRE VORUIE IS os cc onacn wena agibiniensig see 1,000 
MG Sco ids eee tddbdccaccediddetncedanwathndddsinonubsadieddans dh toa oaaee 600 
NN ah nisite wien cd pcnataiavincdne teitcnnltahlapbdnin tat imapereseidaagimnagnd sein 6, 500 
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Date: (Revised) March 30, 1960 
Project No. 49912 


PROSPECTUS FOR PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION UNDER THE PUBLIC BUILDINGS ACT OF 
1959 


U.S. Court oF CLAIMS AND CourRT OF CUSTOMS AND PATENT APPEAL BUILDING, 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 


1. Description of proposed project 


The project contemplates the erection of a building with fallout shelter for 
the use of the U.S. Court of Claims and the Court of Customs and Patent Ap- 
peals, and auxiliary functions, on a site owned by the Government. 

Approximate area: Gross, 215,400 square feet. Net assignable, 127,600 square 
feet. 


2. Estimated maximum cost of project 


I i a at sap aneeesieaes $460, 000 
Rec ONO 6 ois 2s bh as ee oalicteeE Ae RRS ARSENE a 7, 240, 000 
(c) Equipment and other post construction items___...__.__._____--__- 260, 000 

TOTAL Ea 0eG TRAST COBE ni i en ie 7, 960, 000: 


8. Justification 


The present Court of Claims Building at Pennsylvania Avenue and 17th Street 
NW., was originally the Corcoran Gallery of Art. The building as converted 
has served the court for 60 years. During that period, the court functions 
and workload have progressively increased with the result that its space has 
become crowded and outmoded. 

New space for the Court of Claims was approved by provisos in the resolu- 
tions of the Committees on Public Works of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives, dated July 24 and December 19, 1956, respectively. These resolu- 
tions approved the construction of Federal Office Building No. 7 under the Pub- 
lic Buildings Purchase Contract Act of 1954, but required the inclusion of space 
to house the court. The site for the proposed building was acquired from funds 
appropriated prior to 1958. Funds for design were appropriated by the Inde- 
pendent Offices Appropriation Act, 1959, as follows: “For expenses necessary for 
preparation of plans and specifications for a building in Washington, District 
of Columbia, for use of the U.S. Court of Claims and agencies of the executive 
branch of the Government.” ete. 

The proposed site for FOB No. 7, described in the prospectus presented to the 
committees in 1956, is located in square 167, bounded by Pennsylvania Avenue, 
17th and H Streets NW., and Jackson Place. Restrictions on utilization of the 
site decrease its effective area by setting aside the parcels occupied by the Blair 
and Blair-Lee Houses, the Decatur House and Naval Museum, and the National 
Grange. The present Court of Claims Building will be demolished in the con- 
struction of FOB No. 7. Development of the site must be compatible with its 
surroundings and harmonize with the low facade of the White House and the 
open spaces of Lafayette Square. As a result, the site proves to be too small to: 
accommodate the requirements of both the Court of Claims and executive 
agencies. 

It is now proposed to devote the site in square 167 exclusively to FOB No. 7, 
by utilizing that portion of the land previously reserved for the court to meet 
executive agency requirements, and to relocate the Court of Claims in a build- 
ing to be erected on the Government-owned site at the southeast corner of 
Madison Place and H Street NW, in square 221. The proposed building would 
also accommodate the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals. This court is 
now located in the Internal Revenue Building on Constitution Avenue at 12th 
Street and requires double the amount of space it now has. Additional space 
is not available at the present location and, in fact, the court’s present space 
is urgently needed for the expansion of the Internal Revenue Service, the 
building’s major tenant. 

It is further proposed to request (a) an appropriation of funds to contract 
for the construction of the courts building in 1961 and (b) an amendment to 
the appropriation language of the 1959 act to authorize its use for design of 
the Federal office building. Meanwhile, sufficient funds are available under 
“Sites and expenses” to permit contracting for design of the courts building 
immediately following approval by the Public Works Committees. 


Te 
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4. Current housing costs? 





Area Annual 
(square cost 
feet) 
CODE TI WI ons es cctecinciexecncennandncnepeeaaenincuunaseud Eco eksbamaanl seen ae 
Operation, maintenance, and upkeep costs - --._.......-.-.-----------...---- 42, 875 71, 100 


5. Proposed space plan for housing Federal agencies 

A comprehensive plan for housing Federal agencies in the locality is attached 
(exhibit A). The housing plan for the two courts is also attached (exhibit B). 
Upon completion of construction, assignment, and reassignment of space will 
be made in accordance with existing law. 


&G. Statement of need 


It has been determined that (1) the needs for space of the Federal Government 
in this area cannot be satisfied by utilization of existing suitable property now 
owned by the Government, and (2) suitable rental space is not available at a 
price commensurate with that to be afforded through the proposed action. 

Submitted at Washington, D.C., on March 30, 1960. 

Recommended : 
Kart FE. WALLACE, 
Commissioner of Public Buildings Service. 

Approved: 

FRANKLIN FLOETE, 
Administrator of General Services. 


ExHipit A 


Washington, D.C., comprehensive housing plan 


Part I~-AREA PROVIDED AND PERSONNEL HOUSED IN BUILDINGS CONTROLLED 
OR LEASED BY GSA IN METROPOLITAN WASHINGTON 





Number of Area Personnel 
buildings (square feet) 
Building occupancy, December 1959: 
Permanent. ___----- aicwoen ‘ ae Ati 44 19, 438, 577 107, 848 
NS aos mani egececemies ; - = 52 6, 053, 619 40, 522 
oS ree ae caucaad 1 iooree aes : 64 4, 672, 597 16, 541 
LR ee eee sopnrretee A = 118 4, 440, 406 15, 832 
WE hgh bere een one eek ae e ‘i 278 34, 605, 199 180, 743 
Buildings to be retained: ecsihBis 7 
Permanent. _- . eked pie ES ete A i 44 19, 438, 577 107, 848 
Leased office space, District of Columbia proper —___---- 7 971, 518 6, 037 
Leased office space, nearby Maryland and Virginia -_-__. 34 273, 905 1,045 
Leased warehouse space in Metropolitan Washington 7 1, 536, 669 654 
Government owned and leased space assigned temporarily 8 259, 504 1,810 
FE ctenckjhtiaehinead ti ncnchiniae caine felt nancies 100 22, 480, 173 117, 304 
Buildings to be released: 
For disposal, demolition or lease cancellation: 
SII cain au iad a tad nell we dchabad eae aaah aaa 52 6, 053, 619 40, 522 
Stn ccastuased ccnidadaunnin icKideries casas oka 61 4, 593, 449 15, 751 
atin catenins Jai ba ‘ Speeeee 65 1, 477, 958 7,076 
ean a | | z 
Wiscasset astabsecenalwiddaaaeinataaenenenea 178 12, 125, 026 | 63, 349 


1 For agencies to be housed in the proposed building. 
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Washington, D.C., comprehensive housing plan—Continued 
PART II—PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 








Area (square| Personnel 
feet): 








Construction in progress: 
ee Denn DUUMGIDODD. ..  sainninndssabodsedisibenadsmauanniauiiit 
Central Intelligence Agency . -. 






Proposed construction starts: 
Stage 1 (1959-62): 
——— office building: 
vo. 5 





Stage 2 (1962-64): 








Federal office building No. 11 (Defense). .--.......--.---------------- 1, 885, 000 
I i clase a peianaEe 1, 000, 000 
Defense Archives Annex (Pension Bldg. extension) .....-..-..-..---- 175, 000 
IE 6c Sepa n ct oacnownencinscagnacaceusndaucanpoucasnmen 500, 000 
Government Printing Office field plant...............-..-..---------. 61,000 |_ 
National Meteorological Center and Coast and Geodetic Survey -_-_-- 758, 000 
I dos new eceuenabnhednenpenee sites 750, 000 
WF EIS SEES SIMEON COREE cnccnccccudenenctnednewacncnncnes sepiiiases 150, 000 
BE iciccetertesnubnncsabkmeibndantou Gd banaewaun <atetesennmaaae 5, 279, 000 
Stage 3 (post-1964): x 
ee EN  .  ucdconcauckonasnseceedcesseusaanaaine 
Federal Records Center -....-.-..-------- 
Peg ee a ee 
Internal Revenue extension...._.....--- 
Post Office Department extension. - 
Walker—Johnson site. .---....--..- 
FUEE OW CO OT FEN op CUD as nce womsnianvwaseotnescasaseansocnens 
i iinicintacdintny ceaewbissechbdinddebidinnchbecsamlinnnicinkiltiegenl 
Grand total _-.-... pick RasknacdpEmenenakwGee dh ndbkeoune cece anal aes 42, 463, 000. 65, 325 
Total construction: a s 
PN it Ae iednninspapiesna deeneasiee ahtehscbednepenbatéemmebiadiasttl 2, 356, 000 15, 300° 
I ONE so Scan enicannacamansesdneucchunwcieebbwraticsaaainein 10, 107, 000 50, 025 
NU bi sieesncnekcnesusebdnakiasnendenknbacenket daadsuenniebewaelaee 12, 463,000 65, 325. 





ExHIBIT B 
Housing plan for the Court of Claims and Court of Customs and Patent Appeals: 


























Present housing (net Proposed housing (net assignable 
assignable square feet) square feet) 
Department or agency 
Govern- Retained, 
Total |Person-| ment- Total |Person-| Govern- New 
nel owned nel ment- | building 
owne 
Re IS OE SOE ianiccnncrnrannce 26, 970 64 26, 970 | 71,500 BOE bcbaekcices 71, 500 
U.S. Court of Customs and Patent Ap- 
Wass ct ceisatacasmaknncniwnsewexon 15, 905 26 15, 905 | 30,000 Rt Rid ate 30, 000 
Total, agency space.......-..---- 42, 875 90 | 42,875 |101,500 | 158 |... 101, 500 
Summary 
Net assignable space, new building: Square feet 
ENO pc pcncwantcora 
EEE ES a 
Building operational space: 
SE. cnc dcxn ska dektnkkaweowesbodsmeebeaenawiis behebaneiee beds nemhachbebewendecuae 3, 000 
Health unit and vending stand. 1,000 
BN a ch nad cae paeneewn san anebenueananns 600 
CII asic canninewncnccnnssccnsancsdnesansanennncecesshésdebenshoussasnaacenestneiuaccses 6, 500 











1 


rh 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS—1960 27 


Senator Ranpotru. Was the information which is now the basis for 
alternate proposals available at the time of your initial prospectus? 

Mr. Fiorre. No. At the time—you mean the one that provided only 
for the Court of Claims? No; at that time we had considered that 
would be the only court that would be located in that building. 

Subsequently, the question of the Patent and Customs Court came 
into the picture and only recently the Tax Court has also written a 
letter concerning this same subject. 

Senator Ranpotpn. As I do not have a copy of your testimony, I 
shall try to be careful in my comments. 

Are you presenting to the subcommittee consideration of two sites, 
or are you recommending either of them ? 

Mr. Frorre. We feel that either site is a desirable one. There are 
varying costs; and, to get the proper authorization under the Public 
Buildings Act, we must submit it to the committees. 

Senator Ranpvoten. The General Services Administration has no 
recommendation in this matter, on its own part ? 

Mr. Frorrr. We feel that either one will be very desirable as a site. 

I might add, Mr. Chairman, that the three courts, if they were 
located on the east side of Lafayette Square, might present some 
problems, because we are limited as to space—that is, the ground space 
area—and also as to the height of the buildings which we may construct 
under the code. It would be a tight squeeze to get all three of them 
in there, I think. 

I would feel that probably the National Capital Planning Commis- 
sion and the Fine Arts Commission might have to be convinced that the 
building could accommodate all three courts. 

Senator Ranpotrn. Do you recognize the validity of those who come 
here today requesting needed space? 

Mr. Frorre. Completely. 

Senator Ranpoteu. We want to have that clearly stated on the 
record by the General Services Administration as to the persons who 
are affected. 

Senator Gruening? 

Senator Gruentna. If the Dolly Madison House and the Cosmos 
Club are to be preserved, to what use can they be put? 

Mr. Fiorre. Well, we are now using it for office space, but it is very 
unsatisfactory. As I said, it is extremely costly to maintain. I think 
other uses would fall outside of our realm of responsibility, because 
presumably the Interior Department would have to get the appropria- 
tion to reconstruct the building, and would then operate the buildings. 

Senator Gruentne. Do you know how it would be operated—I 
mean, is there anything worth preserving there except the facade, the 
exterior? There is certainly nothing in the interior that is worth 
preserving; is there? 

Mr. Froere. No. 

I think any of the buildings would be very difficult to reconvert, 
and very expensive. For instance, the Belasco Theater is a five-story 
building, but no elevators. 

Part of our costs are because of the deteriorating condition of the 
building. So it is perfectly clear in our minds that we could not 
use it for a Government purpose; and what other purpose might be 
developed, we do not know. 
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Senator Ranpotpw. Without breaking the continuity of the ques- 
tioning, I might say at this point that the theater has been used to 
a good purpose by the USO. 

Mr. Fioere. That is correct. 

The Treasury Department also occupies considerable space in it at 
the present time. 

Senator Ranpoteu. Tens of thousands of our service personnel 
monthly consider it as a crossroads place, from the standpoint of the 
United Services Organization and their activities. These young men 
and women come from all of the States of the Union, and from other 
countries, and use the facilities there. 

I mention this because a building such as the Belasco Theater, with 
limited usage because of its design, has a good usage and has been 
well used for a good purpose. 

Senator Martin? 

Senator Martin. Do you recommend including all three courts in 
the new building? 

Mr. Frorre. It seems to me a logical step. In the first place, it 
would enable us to construct a building with the dignity that is 
worthy of these three courts. 

I think there are certain advantages in the way of the management 
of such a building. 

So far as General Services Administration is concerned, we would 
operate the building and we could have one central area from which 
we managed the building; we would have some community of use 
without destroying the individuality of each of the courts. 

So there are some practical advantages, Senator Martin, in such a 
building. Furthermore, I think it would add to the prestige to have 
three such important courts in one building, and it would be more 
convenient, perhaps, for those who frequent the courts. 

Senator Marrin. Each of these three courts is seriously in need of 
new quarters? 

Mr. Fiorre. There is no doubt of that. 

Senator Marrin. And if we were not to include all three of them 
in one building, we would be faced with the problem of providing 
another building some time soon. Is that not correct? 

Mr. Frorre. I think that is a logical conclusion. I know that the 
Internal Revenue Service badly needs the space now occupied by the 
two courts. 

Senator Martin. Is it feasible to construct a building large enough 
for all three on either of these sites? 

Mr. Fiorre. Well, there is no question about the site on Independ- 
ence Avenue. We havea very large amount of space there. 

The site where the Dolly Madison House is located is somewhat 
limited, but we think that a building could be built there to house the 
three courts, but I do not know whether we can get the necessary ap- 
proval from the Fine Arts Commission and the National Capital 
Planning Commission. 

Senator Martin. As to the Dolly Madison site, is that because of 
the size of it? 

Mr. Fvorre. Because of the size of the site. 

Senator Martin. The size of it? 

Mr. Fiorre. Yes; and the limitations on the height. 
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Senator Martin. There is some question as to whether all three 
courts could be housed on that site? 

Mr. Fiorre. So far as the construction is concerned, it could be 
done but, as I have already said, we might have difficulty in getting 
approval. It would take a six-story building there to house all three 
courts. That is just about the limit of the height to which we must 
conform. 

Senator Martin. That could be approved—it could be approved, 
the size that youneed? It is possible for it to be approved 

I asked if this size building was large enough to house all three 
courts, and whether it could meet approval on either site, and you said 
that there was some question as to the one site. 

Mr. Froerre. I said on the east side of Lafayette Square, the area 
of the ground is limited, but from a construction standpoint we could 
build a building of about six stories high, that would accommodate 
all three courts, but under the law we must secure necessary approval 
from the National Capital Park and Planning Commission, and the 
consent of the Fine Arts Commission. What I said was that if that 
site is chosen, we would not have any extra space, and since it is lim- 
ited, we could not properly set off the building and hence we might 
have difficulty in securing that approval. 

Senator Marrin. There has been no indication yet as to that 
difficulty ¢ 

Mr. Fiorre. We have never asked them. We have talked with 
them about a building to house the two courts, but not about the three 
courts, because this has just come into the picture. 

Senator Marrrn. It is very important, I believe, you say, to pro- 
ceed with as much speed as possible to house three courts ? 

Mr. Frorre. I think it is very important since in the meantime the 
construction of what we call Federal Office Building No. 7, on the west 
side of the square is being held up. We cannot proceed to complete 
the plans. 

Senator Ranpoten. What is the height of that building? 

Mr. Fiorre. Which one? 

Senator Ranpoten. Building No. 7 on the west side. 

Mr. Fioere. It is 72 feet, which would be either 6 or 7 stories, 

Senator Martin. Is there a serious threat of holding up plans on 
this Dolly Madison site ? 

Mr. Frorre. We have funds presently which would permit the 
design of a combined courts building, either for the two courts or the 
three courts. We have those funds now, so that we could proceed. 
We believe we could have these plans completed by the first of Janu- 
ary. And we would propose that funds be made available for con- 
struction in the 1961 budget, so that we could actually let the con- 
struction contract early next calendar year. 

Asa matter of fact, in our pending budget request is included funds 
for the two courts in the amount of $6.6 million. That request is 
before the Fine Arts and the Congress at the present time, but we 
could get either building underway early next calendar year if it is 
approved. 

Senator Martrn. The urgency then is for the passage of this piece 
of legislation before us? 


56831—60——_3 
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Mr. Froere. Really, I think it is the action of this committee on 
the prospectus. 

Senator Martin. I mean approval by this committee? 

Mr. Fiorre. Yes. 

Senator Martin. I did not mean it as I stated it before, but the 
approval here. 

Mr. Frorre. Yes. 

Senator Ranpotew. We thank you. Would it be convenient for you 
and your associates to remain here ? 

Mr. Fioere. Surely. 

Senator Ranpo.tru. Senator Cooper, of Kentucky, wishes to have 
the record indicate his interest in the subject matter. 

Mr. Lee White, his administrative assistant, is here, and will you 
read into the record Senator Cooper’s statement ? 


STATEMENT OF HON. JOHN SHERMAN COOPER, A U.S. SENATOR 
FROM THE STATE OF KENTUCKY, AS PRESENTED BY LEE 
WHITE, ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 


Mr. Wuire. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, Senator 
Cooper had expected to be here this morning. He called from Ken- 
tucky to say that he had been delayed, but he felt so strongly about 
the issue that he dictated a statment and asked that it be incorporated 
into the record, and I will now read it. 


I oppose any proposal to construct Federal office buildings on the east side of 
Lafayette Square. I hope the committee will reject these plans which would 
continue a trend, so evident in Washington, to destroy buildings that are asso- 
ciated with the historical development of the Capital City, and which give it 
beauty and meaning. 

The White House has been preserved, and it should be surrounded by buildings 
which developed around it and which are associated with the history of Wash- 
ington and our country. While I cannot speak with authority on architecture, I 
feel sure that the commencement of construction of modern buildings around 
Lafayette Square will detract from, and perhaps overpower, the beauty of the 
White House. Some modern buildings are beautiful, but some have been built 
in Washington which, while functional, look like rectangular warehouses. 

I believe it is the responsibility of the Congress to preserve the buildings and 
monuments which portray the history and development of the Captal City and 
the Nation. There are many other areas in Washington in which these new mod- 
ern buildings can be constructed. 

I would like to be recorded as opposed to these proposals which would alter 
the character of Lafayette Square. 


Senator Ranpotru. Thank you, Mr. White, for the testimony which 
you presented in behalf of Senator Cooper. 

Mr. Wuire. I thank you. 

Senator Ranpotri. Our next witness is Senator Norse. 

Senator Morse, we shall be happy to have you proceed. 


STATEMENT OF HON. WAYNE MORSE, A U.S. SENATOR FROM THE 
STATE OF OREGON 


Senator Morse. Mr. Chairman and distinguished members of the 
subcommittee, I appreciate the opportunity to present to you for your 
consideration, and I hope that it will be fonnnehae received, this state- 
ment in support of S. 3279, a bill to amend the Public Buildings Act of 
1959 to provide a study by the National Capital Planning Commis- 
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sion, the General Services Administration, and the Commission of 
Fine Arts as to the best location for a new U.S. Court of Claims Build- 
ing and for other purposes. ] aap 

T wish to make it very clear that I testify before you this morning in 
my capacity as an alderman of the District of Columbia, because for 
many years I have served on the District of Columbia Committee. An 
assignment to that committee is really an alderman’s assignment. I 
wana like to have you keep in mind my testimony, in support of S- 
3279 and in opposition to the Lafayette Square plan to build the court 
building; as it relates to the future of the District of Columbia. 

I would have the members of this committee go up in an airplane, as 
I have, and fly over the District of Columbia in order to take a look 
at what is left of our District of Columbia in the heart of the city, 
for future development of those areas whch are vital to the cultural in- 
terests of the District, and not only to the residents of the District, 
but also for the citizens of this country. 

I want to say most respectfully, that I think shocking the failure 
of the Congress to protect the future cultural interests of the District 
of Columbia. We are filling up space after space which ought to be 
preserved for the cultural benefit of the District citizens and of the 
citizens of our country. 

This is an example, in my judgement, of a short-sighted attitude 
on the part of some in the Government of this country and of some: 
among the residents of this country to create further congestion in 
our downtown traffic. It gives one pause to think that with all of the 
congestion problems we have already that anyone could seriously 
propose that we build a new structure near Lafayette Square in order 
to house a Court of Claims, and the other courts, when we have an 
urban redevelopment problem facing us right in the face every time 
we walk from our office building over to the Capitol. 

I am at a loss to understand how Congress could even think of 
putting this building down in the heart of the District of Columbia 
when there is land back of the Supreme Court Building, or land as 
proposed by Senator Humphrey, on Pennsylvania Avenue, far re- 
moved from Lafayette Square, on which to build this building. 

Now is the time for us to do a little farsighted thinking in regard 
to the interests of the boys and the girls in this city in the years to 
come—and they will be adults in the years to come. 

I simply want to say, Mr. Chairman and members of the subcom- 
mittee, if this subcommittee will but take the time to use its eyes to 
view the spaces available for building this court building it could 
not possibly build it where the testimony this morning is asking you 
to build it. You would recognize that we ought to get out of the La- 
fayette Square area to in back of the Supreme Court Building in 
order to clear out an area that ought to have been cleared out years 
ago, anyway—an area that is a blot on the city of Washington, and 
to start putting some Government buildings far removed from the 
White House, in the heart of this city. 

That is my position as an alderman and I now want to give you 
my main reasons for support of my bill. 

As the sponsor of S. 3279, I would urge upon you three points for 
your consideration. 
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The first relates to the protection the adoption of this bill would 

= the last two remaining historic houses left on Lafayette 
_— other than the Decatur and Blair Houses. 

#t me say as an old educator we cannot, in my judgment, pay too 
much attention to the remnants of our history—to the physical rem- 
nants of our history, as they are pretty vital, let me say, in teaching 
history to future generations of American boys and girls. And you 
do have many of these great sites left. 

When I think of the hundreds of millions of dollars that we waste 
in this Government which goes down the drain for nonessential pur- 

oses, and yet the difficulty that is encountered when a plea is made 

or a relatively small amount of money to protect a few physical 
remnants of American history, I am at a loss to understand why any 
politician would yield in our time to those selfish interests who are so 
much more concerned about their present physical comfort, and where 
they are going to work. Rather we should be concerned in protecting 
historic areas from the building of the kind of building that is being 
testified in support of this morning, and in placing the court building 
back where it will be out of our traffic congestion—back where it will 
be easy for litigants to get to. 

It.is not going to be any great inconvenience to the judges to drive 
an automobile up to a nice parking place, either within the building 
or next to the building behind the Supreme Court Building. 

Judges do not have to have this court building in the heart of the 
city of Washington in order to do the litigation in the Court of Claims 
or any other court in this country. I think this fact ought to be made 
very clear to them before the subcommittee gets through with the dis- 
posal of this problem. 

If present plans proceed, it is my understanding that these two 
tangible links with our past in the Lafayette Square location will be 
razed. In this connection, I submit for the subcommittee a summary 
prepared by the Library of Congress at my request which sets forth 
the architectural and historic background of these fine old buildings. 
IT ask your permission to have the statement incorporated in the hear- 
ing record at this point. 

Senator Ranpotew. The statement will be inserted in the record at 
this point. 

(The document entitled, “The Dolly Madison and Benjamin Tayloe 
Houses, Washington, D.C.,” follows :) 


THE LIBRARY OF CONGRESS, 
LEGISLATIVE REFERENCE SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., May 10, 1960. 

Subject: The Dolly Madison and Benjamin Tayloe Houses, Washington, D.C. 

Other than the Decatur and Blair houses, Lafayette Square has but two his- 
toric houses left, both of which are incorporated in the Cosmos Club Building 
at the southeast corner of Madison Place and H Street. One of these, the Dolly 
Madison home, has undergone so many changes that it is of more romantic than 
architectural interest. The other, to the rear and adjoining the main club 
building on Madison Place, is the small buff brick house built by Benjamin Ogle 
Tayloe in 1828, which preserves much of its original character and charm. The 
Madison house was built in 1820 by Richard Cutts, brother-in-law of Mrs. Madi- 
son, and there the widowed Dolly Payne Madison spent the last 12 years of her 
life. From 1837 to 1849 her home was again a center for the social life of Wash- 
ington, and, on New Year’s Day, it was customary to go directly from the White 
House to make a ceremonial call on Mrs. Madison. 
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The Tayloe house was, for a time, occupied by Don Cameron and is often 
called the Cameron or Tayloe-Cameron house. It was also referred to as “The 
Little White House” when the adroit and powerful Mark Hanna lived here dur- 
ing the McKinley administration. 

Architecturally the most distinctive features of the Tayloe house are the 
entrance vestibule, a large two-story circular bay, and the great Palladian win- 
dow at the third story directly above it. The scale and detail of the attic dormers 
and much of the interior architecture indicate their early origin, but the attrac- 
tive iron balcony at the second floor, covered by trailing wisteria, is probably 
alater addition. 

The Cosmos Club? purchased the Dolly Madison house in 1886 and the Tayloe 
at a later date, reshaping both according to the needs of the club, and building 
a modern annex between them. Rare canvases and sculptures decorate the walls 
of the clubhouse but public showings have been discontinued. It is some con- 
solation, however, that these two historic sites are reserved for the use of the 
distinguished in science, art, and literature. 

The Cosmos Club occupies Madison Place up to the southeast corner of H 
Street. This institution now covers two historic sites. The corner building is 
the Dolly Madison House, built by Mrs. Madison’s brother-in-law, Richard Cutts, 
in 1818. The Cutts family was unable to maintain it, and possession finally 
passed to James Madison a few years later in satisfaction of a debt. After his 
death in 1836, Dolly Madison devoted the proceeds of the sale of the Madison 
papers to Congress to restoring the mansion, and she occupied it until her death 
in 1849. 

Thereafter the house was occupied successively by Attorney General Crit- 
tenden, Senator William G. Preston, and by Commodore John Wilkes, who led 
our first naval expedition to the Antarctic in the 1840’s. During the Civil War 
it was used as one of the headquarters of the Army of the Potomac under Gen. 
George B. McClellan. The Cosmos Club took possession upon its organization in 
1888. 

A modern addition to the club now joins the Dolly Madison house to the old 
Benjamin Tayloe house at 21 Madison Place. This structure, erected in 1828, 
also figures in the annals of Washington. President William Henry Harrison 
was an honored friend of Benjamin Tayloe and it is said that this was the last 
private dwelling he entered before his sudden death, 1 month after his inaugura- 
tion in 1841. When Senator Mark Hanna, the celebrated “power behind the 
throne” of the McKinley administration lived here, it was known as “the 
Little White House.” 

Source: “Washington: City and Capital,” American Guide Series, 1937, pp. 
454455, 653. 

Harvey F’. Baven, 
History and Government Division. 


Senator Morse. The second point I wish to make concerns the pres- 
ervation of the Belasco Theater and its restoration. This great the- 
ater, which ranks second only to the National] in historic importance, 
was the setting for performances by Sarah Bernhardt, De Wolf Hop- 
per, Mrs. Fiske, and David Warfield. In our cultural history it has 
played a great role. If it were to be restored, it could be used for 
opera and the legitimate theater again to the cultural enrichment of 
the Capital. 

Let me say that the cultural interests of the District of Columbia 
need this theater. Here we are the Capital of the Nation. We have 
done a pretty poor job, may I say, in the Capital of the Nation in pro- 
tecting our cultural interests, and providing cultural advantages, not 
only for our many thousands of visitors who come here each year, but 
for the boys and girls who are born here and who grow up here. That 
is why I made the fight I did and lost that one—and I am used to losing 
fights—I never worry about defeat, may I say—but I never yield on 
this principle—I made the fight, you remember in the Senate as to the 
Foggy Bottom situation, to stop selfish commercial interests from tak- 








* The Cosmos Club is now located at 2121 Massachusetts Avenue NW. 









B4 PUBLIC BUILDINGS—1960 


ing over some very, very precious remaining vacant land for the build- 
ing of commercial establishments in Foggy Bottom. 

Where do you suppose the District of Columbia will expand in 
20, 30, 40 years from now if you let areas like Foggy Bottom be taken 
over by commercial interests? Here you have around Lafayette 
Square really a cradle of American history, and it is proposed by 
some judges and some lawyers and some others, because of their in- 
convenience, that we raze it, and that we build a courthouse there, in 
the very cradle of American history. 

We ought to tell the judges: “You will sit in a court behind the 
Supreme Court Building, on land that ought to be developed anyway 
for the beautification of the city of Washington. We are not going to 
destroy some of the remnants of the cradle of American history for 
the convenience of a court when there are other places where courts 
can do business, just as well as they can near Lafayette Square.” 

I ask permission that an additional memorandum on the Belasco 
Theater, which was prepared at my request by the Library of Con- 
gress be inserted in the hearing record at this point. 

Senator Ranpotrn. That will be done. 

(The document entitled “The Belasco Theater, Washington, D.C.,” 
follows:) 





THe LIBRARY OF CONGRESS, 
LEGISLATIVE REFERENCE SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., May 11, 1960. 


Subject: The Belasco Theater, Washington, D.C. 


Of the theaters standing today, the Belasco ranks second only to the National 
in historical importance. Erected in 1895 on Madison Place facing Lafayette 
Square, it was originally known as the Lafayette Square Opera House. In 
1905 the theater was taken over by David Belasco and the Shuberts, and the 
name changed to the Belasco. Sarah Bernhardt, David Warfield, Mrs. Fiske, 
DeWolf Hopper, and Mrs. Leslie Carter were among the great performers ap- 
pearing at the Belasco in the days before it became a motion-picture house. 

aK * * a * * * 

North is the Belasco Theater, the foundations of which are laid in a deep 
stratum of American history. 

The house that stood on this ground before it became a theater site was the 
residence of Secretary of State Seward. On the evening of April 14, 1865, one 
Lewis Payne forced his way into the sickroom of Seward, stabbed his nurse, 
and then turned on Seward, stabbing him in the throat and inflicting other 
wounds. He fought his way out and escaped on horseback into the night. 
Near Ford’s Theater at the same instant Abraham Lincoln lay dying—a victim 
of the same plot. Though dangerously wounded, Seward recovered. 

Just before Seward’s time the house had been occupied by the Washington 
Club. Previously it was a boarding house that included among its guests such 
notables as John C. Calhoun, while Secretary of War, and Henry Clay, while 
Secretary of State. Chief Justice Roger B. Taney, who handed down the Dred 
Scott decision, lived there before his appointment to the bench. The builder of 
the house, John Rogers, secured the site from Henry Clay in exchange for a 
remarkable Andalusian jackass which Rogers had picked up in Spain, and which 
Clay coveted. At the other end of its history after the Seward near tragedy, the 
house was occupied by the Civil War general, Belknap, who became Secretary 
of War under Grant but resigned to avoid impeachment. 


Source: “Washington: City and Capital,” American: Guide Series, 1937, pp. 
146, 652-653. ) 













Harvey F, BAuen, 
History and Government Division. 
Senator Morse. It provides interesting background material re- 
garding the theater site. 
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My third and final point relates to the location for the needed new 
construction for the courts involved. If the bill were to be enacted, 
the committee would be provided with sound advice as to the best 
location for the needed buildings. A byproduct of the construction 
in the general area suggested, would be the upgrading of the proper- 
ties in the immediate vicinity of the Capitol of the United States. 
Let us speak frankly, some of the area surrounding the Capitol needs 
redevelopment. Government built structures would do away with 
unsightly and substandard buildings and would replace them with 
buildings of beauty symbolizing the high regard that we in America 
have for our great and independent judiciary. By placing them in 
this location, the courts would be in close proximity to the Library of 
Congress and to the Supreme Court as well as to the Congress. ‘The 
city of Washington would be beautified in the process. 

Thank you for permitting me to appear. 

I think that the White House area ought to be protected from the 
standpoint of its being a cradle of American history—it ought to be 
protected as a great tourist attraction, and I do not think that the 
area around the White House should be supplanted with more 
Government buildings. 

As a member of the District of Columbia Committee, I might say 
that I am not alone in my viewpoint on that committee, which is very 
much concerned about proposals to raze historic sites and to start 
building more Government buildings in that area, when the Govern- 
ment, so far as new buildings are concerned, ought to move out here to 
Capitol Hill. 

Senator Ranpotpn. Thank you, Senator Morse. 

Senator Morse. Thank you. 

Senator Ranpotrn. Our next witness is the chief judge of the U.S. 
Court of Claims, the Honorable Marvin Jones, of Texas. I want to 
say for the record that he served as a Member of the Congress of the 
United States from 1917 to 1940. 

I remember when I was in the House of Representatives in 1933, 
where I had the privilege of serving for 14 years, that during 8 years 
of my tenure I had the pleasure of working with Judge Jones. We 
are happy to welcome you on a personal basis, as well as officially, to 
testify at this time. 

Senator Morse. May I add that I remember him on the Committee 
on Agriculture. It was during that time that I came to know the 
judge. And the relationship was very wonderful. 

Senator Ranpotrn. Thank you, Senator Morse. 


STATEMENT OF HON. MARVIN JONES, CHIEF JUDGE, U.S. COURT 
OF CLAIMS 


Juper Jones. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the subcommittee, 
I want to thank both of you for your complimentary remarks. It was 
a great pleasure and a privilege to serve in the Congress with you in 
that capacity. 

I am very much interested in securing early action in this matter. 

It always seems simple to choose another site, but we are in great 
need of additional space, sir, but changes mean delay and we would 
like to avoid further delay. The building we occupy is 100 years old. 
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And 60 years ago it was set apart by the Congress for the use of the 
U.S. Court of Claims. 

I think about 5 or 6 years ago, when we began to plan a building, 
the Congress did not want to try to revamp the old building. It has 
quite a historic background in itself. 

Then we began to endeavor to secure a new building. ein 

The Senate passed an act 4 or 5 years ago to authorize a building 
on the northwest corner of the block in which we are now located. 
It was stopped over on the House side because of a jam at the close of 
the session. 

Before the beginning of the next session, there was a suggestion 
that they would like to hold the entire west side of that block for the 
future use of the executive branch of the Government, because it is 
necessary to expand, in looking down the road. That suggestion may 
have been wise. At any rate, we began to try to work out plans. We 
finally worked out a plan whereby we would have the building on the 
west side of the present block in which we are located—the west side 
of Jackson Square. 

It took more than a year to get agreement on this change. We had 
the entire plan agreed to by the General Services Administration and 
by the Budget. The plans were drawn, they were changed to suit 
our wishes and our needs, Everything, we thought, was ready to po 
forward with that construction. Then the representatives of the 
Bureau of the Budget and the General Services Administration came 
over and said that the White House felt that it would be wise, looking 
way down the road, to preserve that entire block for the future use 
of the executive branch. They asked us if we would be willing to 
move across the square and take the site over there instead of the 
one that had already been approved and on which the plans had been 
drawn, It had taken about 2 years to get the Jackson Square plans 
ready. It had required taking over one of the buildings occupied by 
the National Grange. Then there were about 40 bills introduced in 
the Senate and the House to forbid the taking of the headquarters of 
the National Grange. That was finally worked out and the Grange 
was afforded a building on the H Street side of the same block. 

We rather reluctantly agreed, since that was the wish of the execu- 
tive branch, that we would be willing to move across the square. I do 
not, believe that Mr. Floete was present at the time of that agreement, 
but Mr. Staats of the Budget Bureau and Mr. Hunter and several 
others from the General Services Administration were there. They 
said: 

We do not think it will take more than 20 days at the latest to get clearance 
for the move across to the east side of the square. 

Well, as I say, we rather reluctantly agreed to that. 

First, it was thought there was just enough space for the type of 
building for which plans had been drawn. But then they found 
that by utilizing the entire space there, they would have room for 
the Customs and Patents Appeals Court, and that would take up the 
entire available area. 

We agreed to that finally, and everything looked acceptable. 

The two courts met together and agreed to divide that space. 

I think that. Mr. Floete is a little in error when he says that they 
could build six stories there and not be more than 72 feet in height. 
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The 72-foot height would build five stories with 12-foot ceilings. 
And his own planners tell me that ceilings 3 feet thick are neces- 
sary to take care of such installations as air conditioning, pipes, such 
as water pipes, electrical conduits, and so forth. 

So that to have it six stories and still remain 72 feet, would only 
ive a 9-foot ceiling. It would be rather shortsighted to construct a 
uilding of the type that is suggested and have 9-foot ceilings espe- 

cially when several hearing rooms must be planned. 

They finally found that they could do it by having five stories and 
using the entire space there, so that it would accommodate the two 
courts and have 12-foot ceilings which, I am sure you will agree that 
is as low as the ceilings should be. 

I wish that this subcommittee in considering the subject of the 
situation around the White House, and whether the structures would 
fit into the situation there, that you would look at the prospectus of 
the building that was prepared for the west side and with slight modifi- 
cations could be made available for the east side. You would then 
realize, I believe, that it would fill in with the general appearance of 
that area. 

I am sure Mr. Floete is in good faith when he says that he can go 
right ahead, but 5 years ago we talked about planning a building on 
Capitol Hill and some of the Senators said that it would cost too 
much to secure the land. Changes necessarily take time. 

A survey must be made and that takes a little time. After the 
survey, it is necessary to follow up with the additional work of se- 
curing the land. When the original plans were drawn it included 
the site where the National Grange was located. It took about 2 
years to get that difficulty settled. 

I hear it would mean several years delay if we changed the site 
and included another court. It might be just as well for us to stay 
where we are and provide as best we can, than to go through this 
long process of 5 or 6 years in an effort to get a new building. Then 
if we put three courts in the same building it would probably be 
only a few years, the way our country and Government are growing, 
until one of the courts might be crowded out. 

This court was established as a court on the recommendation of 
Abraham Lincoln in 1863. The Congress gave general consent for 
the Government to be sued in five different areas of jurisdiction. 
This has been broadened from time to time. We now have appellate 
jurisdiction from the Indian Claims Commission and from the 
Boards of Contract Appeals, and on consent of both parties from the 
U.S. district court in tort cases. 

When I was appointed to the court in 1941, the Government was 
spending $8,900 million a year in its budget. That was the amount 
that year. It is now $80 billion, more than nine times as much, and 
there are more than five times as many cases being filed annually in 
our court. 

We have 13 trial commissioners or examiners, who are sent all 
over the country for the convenience of litigants. 

We have had suits filed, I think, by several different foreign coun- 
tries and their citizens. Countries which grant reciprocal right to the 
citizens of our country are accorded similar access to our court. On 
occasion, we send a trial commissioner to other countries to take 
testimony. 
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We have two trial commissioners in the basement of our present 
building. We have two commissioners in an additional building, 
which we are permitted to use. 

Our library is scattered from the bottom to the top of the building. 
The entire top of the building is a firetrap, really. 

We have a great many valuable papers, because the amount of the 
claims in these very stacks of cases runs into hundreds of millions 
of dollars annually. 

My primary objection as to these various plans is the delay. We 
would rather stay in our present building than have to face the long 
process of starting all over again. 

This is peculiarly a congressional court. It was established by the 
Congress nearly 100 years ago and reports to Congress regularly. 

I share the sentiment of everyone for preserving historical sites, 
but the so-called Dolly Madison House is only one of the places where 
she lived. She lived in the White House. She lived over in Mont- 

elier, Va., and that is being preserved. She lived in the Colonial 
tea near McLean, Va., where she is said to have concealed some 
valuable State papers when the British burned the Capitol Building. 
She lived in the Octagon House while the White House was being 
rebuilt. These places would seem to have far more historical value 
than the house in question. 

And on 19th and Pennsylvania Avenue there is a sign, where the 
old People’s drugstore was located, that she lived there. 

She was a social queen, and probably danced all over town. 

I do not think that we should preserve every place that may have 
some historical significance. She was evidently a wonderful woman. 

I am thoroughly in accord with the preservation of places of his- 
torical consequence, but surely the places indicated would be sufficient 
to perpetuate the memory of this remarkable woman. 

Wo would like to see the committee clear this proposal for the 
Lafayette Square site and for once get this building started. 

If our past experience is any criterion, I doubt whether I can re- 
main here until we do get a building switched to some other site. I 
cannot think of any good reason for further delay since the Bureau 
of the Budget and General Services Administration, and both courts 
have agreed on how the matter would be arranged. Favorable action 
by this committee and the House Public Works Committee is all that 
is required for full authorization. 

I hope that this committee will simply approve going forward with 
the plans as prepared and as outlined. 

Senator Ranpoten. Judge Jones, I believe that you have some addi- 
tional material to give to the committee. 

Judge Jones. In connection with the question of the historical sites 
that have been talked about, I would like, with the committee’s per- 
mission, to insert into the record a copy of the letter addr to 
Senator Chavez in connection with these bills and the locations of 
these various buildings or building sites. 

Is there any objection to that being inserted into the record on the 
part of anyone? And I would like to read the last paragraph. 2 

ite RanvoteH. Has the letter already been received into the y 
record ? 

Mr. Moore (clerk). It is the one from the Secretary of the Inte- I 
rior. Yes; we have that in the record. e 
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Senator Ranvorrn.. I have already placed it in the record. 
Judge Jones. I should like to read as follows: 


However, in view of the imminent hearings on these bills, we wish to advise 
the Congress that the basic study being submitted to the advisory board con- 
cludes that these buildings do not pose as exceptional value in commemorating 
and illustrating the history of the United States within the meaning of the 
Historic Sites Act. In essence, it finds that the events which occurred at the 
Dolly Madison House and the Benjamin Tayloe House were not such as to 
bestow national recognition on these properties. It also finds that these build- 
ings have been extensively altered and that their structural and historical 
integrity have been greatly impaired. With respect to the Belasco Theater, 
the study reveals that it is of comparatively recent origin, having been erected 
in 1895, and that it is of limited historical importance. 

Since that letter is already in the record, I will not read any more 
of it. 

It is not a question of the convenience of the courts, but it is a ques- 
tion of the timeliness. We deal with all of the departments. We 
must go to the various departments and get papers from them. That 
is the reason the Court of Claims was established down near the de- 
partments, There is hardly a hearing in which we do not need such 
information. 

We have five hearing rooms now with trial examiners who take 
the evidence. They must contact the departments every day. Wecan 
walk to practically all of the departments from where we are now 
located. If we were located at the alternate site that is suggested, 
transportation back and forth would be necessary. If an alternate 
site is selected we would prefer Capitol Hill, since transportation to 
and from the departments would be necessary in either event. 

There are cases that involve scores of documents. Repeated trips 
to and from the departments are necessary. 

We have found that when we attempt to make changes, we get 
blocked—something new arises. 

This plan is all set. The two courts have agreed. The Budget has 
agreed. The plans, with slight changes, can be made to fit. 

The Guu Services Administration has agreed, too. 

I ask the committee to approve the original site. 

Senator Ranporrn. I received a letter, Judge Jones, dated May 19, 
from Commissioner Marion T, Bennett. And in that letter he speaks 
of the desperate situation because of the crowded docket with around 
6,000 cases. He speaks of only two trial courtrooms, not even in the 
same building. He further says this brings about an unavoidable de- 
lay in the administration of justice and that it works hardships on the 
parties and on the court and he hopes for favorable action, so that 
the situation can be relieved, 

Because of your pointing up this problem of space and the docket 
being very heavy, I will ask that the letter be placed in the record 
at this point. 

(The letter dated May 19, 1960, follows :) 

U.S. Court or Claims, 
Washington, D.C., May 19, 1960. 
Hon. JENNINGS RANDOLPH, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear SENATOR: You may remember me as a colleague from Missouri in the 
House of Representatives, 1943-49. Since January 4, 1949, I have been a trial 
commissioner of the Court of Claims. I do not know what contacts you may 
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have had with any of my associates here about the Court of Claims Building 
project, which is the subject of current attention of your subcommittee, but, 
unofficially, I would like to say a personal word. 


The situation down here is pretty desperate. We have a busy court with 
around 6,000 cases on the docket. There are 13 of us to hear the cases and only 
two trial courtrooms, not even in the same building. he effect of this is 
readily apparent. There is unavoidable delay in the administration of justice. 
It works hardships on the parties and on the court. I do hope that some favor- 
able action can promptly be taken to relieve this situation. 

One of the serious problems you will have to resolve is whether several courts 
can be put in one building and yet afford sufficient space to do the trial work. 
I have not heard any available sites suggested which would be adequate for such 
a combination of courts and which are now owned by the Federal Government. 
As you may know, Congress provided funds which have been expended in 
preparation of plans for a new building for the Court of Claims and authorized 
for location in our present block on land owned by the United States and of no 
historic significance. I would also like to add that this court’s business is grow- 
ing rapidly and provision must be made in new construction for considerable ex- 
pansion if we are to keep up with the caseload. 

The lawyers I have heard discuss the location of a new building naturally 
wish to see it downtown where it is readily accessible to their offices. I would 
think that this is a valid point of view entitled to some weight. The local bar 
represents most of the litigants in the Court of Claims. 


With best wishes for your continued success and with kind personal regards, 
Sincerely, 


Marion T. BENNETT, Commissioner. 


Judge Jones. We have two regular hearings rooms, but we have 
improvised one in the basement. And the Commissioners use their 
own offices many times for hearings. And the lawyers and the wit- 
nesses can hardly crowd in these offices and have to stand in the hall- 
ways. And that is just one of the elements of necessity for early 
action. 

It just seems to me that since we have gotten to this point that to 
make some changes now would mean interminable delay. I do not 
know that I would be around when the building was finished. 

Senator Gruenina. Is your chief objection to going up near the 
Supreme Court Building that it would entail more delay ? 

Judge Jones. That is my chief objection. As a matter of fact, 
personally, I would just as soon be up there, but I think that it would 
involve delay. And you would have to get the material that I spoke 
of before, and that takes time. 

I think that some of these buildings that do not have historical 
significance around the White House area could well be replaced 
with some better buildings. If some buildings have historical value, 
I think, like the Blair House and, perhaps, the Decatur House, that 
they should be preserved. 

I do not. know, but it seems to me that any change that you make 
now would cause interminable delay. I would be very much dis- 
couraged if I had to look forward to starting all over anew. We 
would be right back where we started 5 or 6 years ago, it seems to me. 

Senator Rannoten. Thank you, Judge Jones, for your testimony. 

We will now hear from Hon. Eugene Worley, chief judge of the 
U.S. Court of Customs and Patent Appeals. 

It was a privilege to speak of my personal association with Judge 
Jones when we were both Members of the House of Representatives. 
T wish, also, to state for the record my service with Judge Worley. 
He came from Texas to the U.S. Congress in the 77th Congress which 
began in 1941. I know that he was a valuable Member of the House 
during some 9 years of service in that body. 
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I recall the pleasant associations that I had with both of you. 

Senator Gruenine. Do you not think that it is rather striking 
that two judges from Texas should be troubled by a lack of space. 
[ Laughter. ] 

J udge Jones. We may have to move to Alaska. 


STATEMENT OF HON. EUGENE WORLEY, CHIEF JUDGE, U.S. COURT 
OF CUSTOMS AND PATENTS APPEALS 


Judge Wortry. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
Judge Jones has covered all of the points which could possibly be 
made. 

We have been trying, for at least 6 years, to secure suitable quarters 
for our courts whether the Court of Claims would be in one, and the 
Tax Court and my court in another, did not matter much so long 
as we could find suitable quarters for each. 

Originally, the Tax Court and my court began 6 years ago to secure 
authorization for a building to house those two courts. Somehow or 
other Congress never did see fit to approve that particular measure. 
When the House Committee on Public Works approved the building 
site on the east side of Lafayette Square for the Court of Claims I 
tried to see if we could get favorable action on our bill in that 
committee. 

At that time it looked very doubtful. So at the direction of the 
members of my court I contacted Judge Jones regarding the possibil- 
ity of sharing quarters with them on the new site. 

Judge Jones and his court agreed. But first, we had to contact the 
General Services Administration to determine if enough space could 
be provided there without interfering with the—for lack of a better 
word—esthetic surroundings. The General Services Administration 
advised that both courts could be accommodated on that site. 

It was my understanding then that inclusion of the Tax Court 
would enlarge the building to such an extent as to violate the building 
requirements of the District and the National Capital Planning and 
the Fine Arts Commissions, 

There is no doubt but that the two courts can be adequately housed 
there in a building which would blend harmoniously with the sur- 
roundings. In fact, my personal opinion is that it would be more 
harmonious than the buildings now located there. 

The Government owns that site. I understand that if another site 
were selected the Government would have to buy the land. 

I know of no reason why the present prospectus should not be ap- 
per other than for the opposition of those—and I think it is an 
10nest, sincere opposition—who think that the historical significance 
of the present buildings outweighs the practical considerations 
involved. 

I have no idea what solution to suggest for the Tax Court, assuming 
that you approve this measure in its present form. I am very sympa- 
thetic to Judge Turner and to his settee, He has been sympathetic 
to ours. He needs space. That is a problem that is in the lap of 
Congress. 

It is possible that suitable space for the Tax Court can be provided 
in one of the new buildings authorized by Congress. 
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I do not like to add more to your problems, but I would like to see 
the measure approved in its present Done, I can see every reason for 
it and no real reason why it should not be approved. 

If there are any questions I will be glad to answer them. 

Senator Ranpotew. Thank you very much. 

We will next hear from Hon. Bolon B. Turner, associate judge, Tax 
Court of the United States. We are very happy to have you here with 
us and to present your testimony. 


STATEMENT OF HON. BOLON B. TURNER, ASSOCIATE JUDGE, TAX 
COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 


Judge Turner. Mr, Chairman and members of the committee, I 
want to say that our chief judge wanted to be here himself, because 
he is more familiar with these things, and could speak better for us, 
but as Judge Jones indicated his commissions doing trial work for 
the United States, we have a courtroom problem in New York City 
that came to a head before today, and the chief judge felt impelled 
to ge there. And Iam here totry to fill in in his place. 

senator RanpoteH. Do you have space problems in New York? 

Judge Turner. We have had under authorization of the budget 
and the proper authorities space in the Grand Central Terminal 
Building where we have one of the nicest little courtrooms in the 
country. Someone of us has to go there about every other week. 

Unfortunately, that building, like the Court of Claims building 
down here, seems to be on the way out and we are now having to 
relocate our courtroom there. 

Turning to this situation here I do not want to burden the commit- 
tee, but I would like to speak just a moment about our problem and 
our needs, because they are great, and they are, I think as critical as 
those of the other twocourts. At least, we feel so. 

Even though everyone seems to recognize that our problems are 
critical, we do want to add our voice to those who have spoken, and 
to try and impress upon the committee that we could be greatly aided 
and that the litigants before us could get better service if we were 
properly housed, adequately housed, and housed so that we could feel 
that we are finally settled as to where we are going to conduct our 
work. 

We are the third legislative court. The Court of Claims being 
the first, approximately 100 years ago, and the Court of Customs and 
Patent Appeals next, and the Tax Court came into being in 1924. 

We were housed 1 year in the Investment Building. We were 
housed about 4 or 5 years in what was then known as the Earle Build- 
ing. And then in the Internal Revenue Service new building which 
was being constructed. There was an over plus of space. And I 
think to some extent through the instigation of Senator Smoot, 
the chairman of the Finance Committee, we were included there and 
we were told that that would be our place. 

And those quarters were very fine for us at the time and we were 
then adequately provided for. We did not, however, anticipate one 
thing that we would run into and do from day to day and, that is, 
that in practically all of our cases the Internal Revenue Service, the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue is a party respondent and people 
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think that they are coming into an impartial court as to questions 
between them and the Revenue Service and they think it is strange 
that we are in the Internal Revenue Service building. 

And some of them thereby get the idea that we are part of the 
Internal Revenue Service. That is one aspect. 

The other point is that when we went into the Internal Revenue 
building, in about 1930, we had 16 full-time judges and space that was 
to do for us from then on. 

They allotted to us 51,574 square feet, that is, office space, not count- 
ing the corridors and parking space. 

With the war, when we were all retrenching, so that additional 
space would be available for needed war activities, we doubled up 
and in some instances we sort of figuratively speaking were sitting 
in each other’s a and we gave enough space or released nial 
space, that we only had 41,255 square feet of office space. And our 
workload was heavier. 

We were told that when the war was over we would get that space 
back. We have gotten back some 5,000 square feet, but we are now 
6,000 square feet less for office space than we had when we went in 
there in 1930. 

Now just a word about our functions. 

We have docketed with use each year 5,000 to 7,000 cases. We will 
clear somewhat the same number of cases. And that will be agree- 
ment of the parties, by litigation and decision, by dismissals for pro- 
cedural purposes or failure to properly prosecute, and so forth. 

Our caseload has grown and the amount of money that is tied up 
in revenue until the litigation is concluded has grown in amounts. 

So 7 years ago to give us added assistance in that work the Con- 
gress passed a bill which does permit every judge, as long as he is 
physically fit to serve, to not completely retire, but after a certain 
period of service he can go on the retired status and mandatorily 
serves for 3 months, and can serve as much more as he will. We 
now have three retired judges on the retired status who function, 
practically, full time. 

Within the next 2 years there will, possibly, be 4 more which 
will carry our number of judges functioning for the full or part 
time up to not the original 16, but up to about 23. 

With 23 judges, as against 16 that we had originally, we have a 
substantially less space than was awarded to us in the building in 1930 
or thereabouts. So going on with that, added to those our staff has 
had to be increased to handle the administrative problem. 

We, too, now have not a full staff of commissioners, but it is likely 
that in certain types of cases we will exercise our privilege under the 
authorization of Congress to have commissioners. And our need is 
critical to new commissioners. 

We are faced with a situation that is comparable, I think, to what 
Judge Jones mentioned, because we have no place to go unless the 
Congress does help us in that respect. 

The question has been presented to me, if the Congress authorized 
it, that is, a building for only the Court of Claims and the Court of 
Customs and Patent Appeals: Could we be housed adequately in 
some other building that the Government might have? Well, I will 
just give you a rundown of our experiences heretofore. 
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Up to 1930 we were told that the space was there, that we would 
continue where we are. 

When I came on the court in 1934 I was told by our administrative 
officer to look at space in the Department of Justice Building which 
was just being constructed, because we were being moved there, but 
before I could go over to look at that the word came to us that the 
Attorney General in passing down the hall had made the query, 
“What is going to be here?” 

They had more space than they needed at that time. He was 
informed, “Well, the Tax Court will be here.” 

We were then the Board of Tax Appeals by name. 

He said, “It looks like the space is being fixed up for permanent 
occupancy.” 

They said, “It is.” 

He said, “We cannot have that.” 

So the next word was that he had seen the Secretary of the Interior, 
which was the authority prior to the General Services Administra- 
tion concerning housing, and the word came down that the Tax 
Court will stay where it is. Well, we continued there in that 
situation. 

However, particularly since the war when we were unable to get 
back the space we formerly had, even though our workload had 
increased, the General Services Administration has been very consid- 
erate of our situation, but they have said that the Treasury needs the 
space. And so in 1956, and even before that, when the word came 
that the Court of Claims had asked for approval of a building to 
be located in the vicinity where they now are, Judge Worley with 
the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals contacted us. I seemed 
to be the senior judge available then. We did a lot of work trying 
to get the movement started which would provide for our needs, 
that is, for the needs of the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals 
and the Tax Court as well as the Court of Claims, 

We did not want to be put in the position of opposing the Court 
of Claims. We do not want to be put in the position now of opposing 
a building that would house the Court of inion and the Court of 
Customs and Patent Appeals. 

So when General Services Administration had indicated that they 
would look with favor upon a building for all three courts on Capitol 
Hill we said, “That would be fine—it will give us the space we need. 
We will be able to function and we will not be a stepchild,” which 
TI am sure we will continue to be as long as we are housed in some 
space that is properly allocated to another executive department. 

So we tried to make some progress, not opposing the Court of Claims 
for its building. We would dearly love to have a building of our 
own and we would dearly love to see that each court is housed in a 
separate building of its own, but we were satisfied, for practical rea- 
sons that we could equitably be housed in a joint building and that 
there would be a saving in the operation of the building and so on. 
We were assured that a building could be designed which would ade- 
quately maintain the identity of the individual courts, yet with com- 
mon use of the building which would be proper and acceptable, that 


could be utilized for all the functions of the courts that were housed 
there. 
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So we joined with the Court of Customs and Patent a Judge 
Worley serving for them, and we had consultations with the General 
Services Administration in 1956, and with the Architect of the Capitol. 
Our proposal then was not in opposition to the Court of Claims having 
its own building, but for a court for the two remaining courts on 
Capitol Hill, that is, a building for them. 

I have here a copy of a letter which was sent on July 23, 1956, by 
our administrative officer with respect to that, setting out an outline 
of our needs and the fact that we were working in conjunction with 
the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals for a building for the two 
courts. And, Mr. Chairman, I would like to place this copy of the 
letter in the record so as to show what the situation was in 1956. 

Senator Ranpvoieu. The letter will be included in the record at this 
point. 

(The letter dated July 23, 1956, follows :) 

JULY 23, 1956. 
Mr. J. GEORGE STEWART, 
Architect of the Capitol, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Stewart: In accord with your request and our conversations, I have 
been authorized by the chief judge to submit the attached estimates of space 
requirements for this court to be used in preparing tentative plans for a proposed 
courts building to be occupied jointly by the Tax Court and the Court of Customs 
and Patent Appeals. 

The attached schedule provides for an estimate of 90,230 square feet of space 
for the use of the Tax Court. This estimate covers courtroom, office space, and 
related space for the court facilities. It does not include space for public lobbies, 
corridors, public toilets, elevators, ete. 

A separate schedule is submitted which covers the estimated space require- 
ments for those purposes identified as “Building Central Facilties,” such as 
kitchen-dining room, health-restrooms, custodial facilities, including garage 
parking facilities. The total estimate for these purposes is 48,600 square feet. 

I am advised by Mr. Joseph Gauges, marshal of the Court of Customs and 
Patent Appeals, that his recommendations would propose a 12-foot height for 
office rooms. This court would be agreeable to such a proposal, subject, of course, 
to your further advice. It is assumed that higher ceilings would be provided for 
the courtrooms in proportion to their size. 

Should you desire further details in regard to the estimates, or consultation, 
the court will be most pleased to provide immediate assistance. 

Sincerely yours, 
O. W. SCHOENFELDER, 
Administrative Officer. 


Tax Court OF THE UNITED STATES 


Estimates of Tax Court space requirements for proposed courts building 


Total 

Office or use square feet 
Judges’ chambers and offices for immediate staffs_._........___._._______ 40, 000 
CHONNESVEIECTES ‘CRIS i I i ee 3, 600 
Atininigivative omices OF tlie couet. 2 3 oe 16, 000 
Creme: Gr ne CHOI OF ES CNG oie i cts ee i cue eee 17, 000 
Courtrooms (including adtolsing erent) a... on 5 oe on i ee ect ccm nm 7,130 
ENO I iiss. tec as crcainaniSeiigeannmenarsa be cngesebencacs nels .t eiiacma eer 2, 100 
SN rh de cea ee ee OA ee 700 
prenegrapnie rupertivig Mictlitied. 2 co. 63 se ee 350 
Os Fs ro pe es ee tees ee ee oe 350 
ORIED CONOOIIOE COINS 5 oils oe intent ie So te eee 900 
CORRECT: Ca: CUTIIS OY 5 sii oceanic cts ei ea 2, 100 

ew Count: total. 2 ah er ee eee 90, 230 


56831— 60 4 
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Estimates of space requirements for proposed courts building to be occupied 
jointly by the Tax Court and the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals— 
building centralized facilities 


Total 
Office or use square feet 
Kitchen and dining facilities (based on building population approxi- 

SN URIS co os a erode inate nian des ece oale enon 6, 300 
I nn INE I ee A rane ee dos 1, 200 
Telephone switchboard, and telegram handling__._.________-___-________ 450 
Custodial’ facilities (guardrooms) < oie sc os ek neice 650 
RTA Re ae ssicictin ng nics deci scheed gs a mrc 100 
Ca TN TA I a hire cre es cd whens elton ienekee 1 33, 800 
Engineering, operation, and maintenance___________________________ 5, 100 
Commercial, trades, and mail facilities (receiving and loading) ~.___-__ 1, 000 

NE at tin desea kde eat ptcnnsd kahinhician bch abe deteiibiawaeable d mine tpaieedcebentibes 48, 600 


aa supplemental estimate of 1,400 square feet for Court of Customs and Patent 

Judge Turner. Now just one other thing. We—the Tax Court— 
are in the situation that the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals and 
the Tax Court were back in 1956. Progress has been made to set up 
plans for a building for the two courts. The Tax Court was not in- 
cluded. Now maybe we were not as alert as we should have been. We 
are a little reluctant to appear in a lobbying role, but, actually, the 
progress that was made on this and the fact that the Tax Court was 
not in the consideration came to us through the newspapers, and as I 
state, we do not want to appear in opposition to these courts—they 
have their needs and they are critical, but I do not believe that Judge 
Jones’ needs are more critical than our court needs are. And we feel 
that if a building is approved now for those two courts, and we are 
left. on the sidelines, that we are going to be left there for a long time, 
having to do with much less space and facilities than we in reason 
must have for proper and adequate functioning. And that being the 
case, we beg of you that in taking care of this situation you give con- 
sideration to our needs and our requirements, and that whatever is 
worked out that the Tax Court be included, because we just badly, 
badly need the space. 

We are satisfied, further, that as long as the situation continues that 
we will continue to be that stepchild of an unwanted organization, of 
a court in a building that is properly that of another part of the Gov- 
ernment operation. And we will never have any adequate housing 
until a court building is set up which will include the Tax Court, and 
then we can have some assurance that we are in something that is our 
own. 

That, Mr. Chairman, I believe is our statement. And with that I 
conclude. 

Senator Ranpo.ru. We are glad to have had your testimony. 

We understand the reason for Judge Murdock’s absence. He wrote 
a letter to Senator Chavez, the chairman of this committee, and I be- 
lieve that it should be placed in the record. 

Judge Turner. There are two of those letters to Senator Chavez, 
one dated April 4, 1960, and then a followup letter of April 15, 1960. 
I presume that they will be in the record. 

Senator Ranpo.tpn. We will place both letters in the record. 

Judge Turner. Thank you very much. 
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(The letters dated April 15 and April 20, 1960, are as follows :) 


Tax COURT OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, April 20, 1960. 
Hon. JENNINGS RANDOLPH, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

My Dear SENATOR: I recently received letters from Senator Chavez, chair- 
man of the Senate Committee on Public Works, requesting me to furnish the 
committee with such suggestions as I might have respecting the merits of S. 
3279 and 8S. 3280. I replied on April 4 that the Tax Court definitely desires 
to have quarters of its own in a courthouse building and feels that the bills are 
meritorious and proper. 

Subsequently, I read that hearings on the bills had been called off, at which 
time I wrote Senator Chavez a letter dated April 15, 1960. I am enclosing 
a copy of that letter in the hope that all members of the Committee on Public 
Works will have the housing needs of the Tax Court in mind. 

Very truly yours, 
J. BE. Murpock, Chief Judge. 


APRIL 15, 1960. 
Hon. DENNIS CHAVEZ, 
Chairman, Committee on Public Works, 
US. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR: Recent developments and information published in the news- 
papers lead me to believe that I should give you some additional information 
in regard to the question of the housing of the Tax Court of the United 
States. 

The General Services Administration has been endeavoring for over 6 years 
to provide a courthouse at some appropriate place to house the Court of Claims, 
the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, and the Tax Court of the United 
States. The Tax Court believes that such a building would be the most eco- 
nomical and efficient solution to the problem of housing these three courts. 
It has cooperated at all times with the General Services Administration in an 
effort to obtain such a building. 

Both the Tax Court and the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals are pres- 
ently housed in the Internal Revenue Building. The General Services Adimin- 
istration and the Internal Revenue Service want the two courts out of that 
building because the space is needed for the Internal Revenue Service. The 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue is a party respondent to every tax case com- 
ing before the Tax Court, and the independence of the court would be more 
apparent if it were not housed in the same building with one of its litigants, 
and particularly in a building named the Internal Revenue Building. The 
Tax Court has occupied a good part of the second floor of the Internal Revenue 
Building ever since it was built. It needs a little more space than it presently 
occupies, which is about 60,000 square feet in all. 

I hope you will have the Tax Court in mind in connection with the building 
of any facilities for the Court of Claims and the Court of Customs and Patent 
Appeals. It would be unfortunate if facilities were built for the two courts 
without taking care of the Tax Court at the same time. 

Very truly yours, 
J. E. Murpock, Chief Judge. 


May 18, 1960. 
Hon. J. E. Murpook, 
Chief Judge, Tax Court of the United States, 
Washington, D.C. 


Dear JupceE: Thanks for your letter of recent date and copy of your letter 
to Senator Chavez. Your counsel is appreciated. 

You will be interested to know that as chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds of the Senate Committee on Public Works, I have 
scheduled hearings on Senate bills 3279, 3280, and 3403 for Monday, May 23. 

With kind regards, I am, 

Sincerely, 
JENNINGS RANDOLPH. 
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Senator Ranpoteu. Our next witness is the chief historian of the 
National Park Service, Mr. Herbert Kahler, who is accompanied by 
Mr. Frank Harrison, special assistant to the Director of the National 
Park Service. 


STATEMENT OF FRANK HARRISON, SPECIAL ASSISTANT TO THE 
DIRECTOR; ACCOMPANIED BY HERBERT KAHLER, CHIEF HIS- 
TORIAN, NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 


Mr. Harrison. I am assistant to the Director of the National Park 
Service. Mr. Kahler is the chief historian. 

I have the Department’s report on this bill dated May 23, 1960, re- 
lating, of course, to the three bills before the subcommittee today. 
And I shall read it. 


DEAR SENATOR CHAVEZ: Your committee has requested a report on S. 3279, a 
bill to amend the Public Buildings Act of 1959 to provide a study by the 
National Capital Planning Commission, the General Services Administration, 
and the Commission of Fine Arts as to the best location for a new U.S. Court 
of Claims Building, and for other purposes, S. 8280 and S. 3403, similar bills. 

Section 18 of the bills, a proposed new section for the existing act, would 
authorize the Administrator of General Services to conduct a joint study with 
the National Capital Planning Commission and the Commission of Fine Arts to 
determine the feasibility of constructing and resolving the location of adequate 
facilities to house the Court of Claims, the Court of Customs and Patent Ap- 
peals, and the Tax Court of the United States. Since this Department would 
have no responsibility under this proposed section and would not be affected 
by its enactment, it makes no recommendation thereon. 

Section 19 of the bills, an additional proposed new section for the existing act, 
would give the Administrator the authority to preserve and maintain the Dolly 
Madison House, the Benjamin Tayloe House, and the Belasco Theater for his- 
torical, cultural, and civic purposes. 

In regard to the preservation of the Dolly Madison House, the Benjamin 
Tayloe House, and the Belasco Theater for historical purposes, the Historic 
Sites Act of August 21, 1935 (16 U.S.C. 461-467), provides the Department of 
the Interior with authority to study these properties for the purpose of evaluat- 
ing their historical significance. Moreover, the act of August 27, 1935, as 
amended (40 U.S.C. 304a-2), provides before the Administrator of General 
Services demolishes any building declared surplus to the needs of the Govern- 
ment he shall inform the Secretary of the Interior in writing of his intention 
to demolish it and shall not proceed with the demolition until he shall have re- 
ceived written notice from the Secretary of the Interior that the building is not 
a historic building of national significance within the meaning of the act of 
August 21, 1935. However, if the Secretary of the Interior shall fail to notify 
the Administration within 90 days of his determination, the Administrator may 
proceed with the demolition. 

In accordance with the act of August 27, 1935, the Administrator, on March 
11, 1960, asked the Secretary to notify him whether the Dolly Madison House, 
the Benjamin Tayloe House, and the Belasco Theater are of national significance 
within the meaning of the Historic Sites Act. Our National Park Service has 
conducted the study, which is in the process of being submitted to the Advisory 
Board on National Parks, Historic Sites, Buildings, and Monuments, that was 
established by the Historic Sites Act to advise on matters relating to that act. 
Accordingly, we are unable to advise the Congress at this time of the views of 
the Advisory Board, or to advise what the eventual determination of this 
Department will be. 

However, in view of the imminent hearings on these bills, we wish to advise 
the Congress that the basie study being submitted to the Advisory Board con- 
eludes that these buildings do not possess exceptional value in commemorating 
and illustrating the history of the United States within tthe meaning of the 
Historic Sites Act. In essence, it finds that the events which occurred at the 
Dolly Madison House and the Benjamin Tayloe House were not such as to bestow 
national recognition on these properties. It also finds that these buildings have 
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been extensively altered and that their structural and historical integrity have 
been greatly impaired. With respect to the Belasco Theater, the study reveals 
that it is of comparatively recent origin, having been erected in 1895, and that 
it is of limited historical importance. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised that there is no objection to the sub- 
mission of this report to your committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
RoGerR Ernst, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 


That concludes our statement, sir. 

Senator Ranvoten. Mr. Harrison, you speak not as to the static 
value of the buildings, but specifically as to the historical value inter- 
preted by the Park Service? 

Mr. Harrison. That is correct. The study has been prepared by 
the Park Serviee which, as I say, has not gone through the usual pro- 
cedure of being approved by the Advisory Board or submitted to the 
Advisory Board, nor has it gone to the Secretary for his consideration, 
but is purely a study made up to now, and it is restricted to the his- 
torical aspects of this particular property. 

Senator Ranpouru. Is there any comment, Mr. Kahler, that you 
would want to add? 

Mr. Kauter. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The Dolly Madison 
House was built about 1820 by Mr. Cutts who was married to the 
younger sister of Dolly Madison; in fact, James Madison had loaned 
money to Richard Cutts to build the house. And the house later be- 
came the property of James Madison. Dolly Madison lived in the 
house from a period of about 1837 to 1849. And as has been men- 
tioned earlier she was a social queen here in Washington, and she 
was very prominent in social circles. 

The house later was sold to Charles Wilkes who was involved in 
the Mason-Slidell case during the Civil War. The Wilkes family in 
turn sold the property. 

Senator Ranvotru. What is the significance of the Mason-Slidell 
case ¢ 

Mr. Kanter. The Mason-Slidell case is where you will recall two 
Confederate commissioners were en route to England and were taken 
off an English vessel during the Civil War. Which raised quite an 
international crisis. Later President Lincoln released these two gen- 
tlemen. That is, after the immediate furor was over. 

The Wilkes family continued to own that property until about 1880 
when it was sold to the Cosmos Club. They made extensive altera- 
tions in the building. 

The building originally had a two-story gabled roof. It has been 
changed to a three-story flat roof building. Some of the windows 
were changed into doors. 

The interior was extensively altered. The stairway was placed in 
the rear in an addition. So there have been extensive alterations in 
the interior as well as to the exterior of the building. 

The Tayloe House which supports part of the Cosmos Club build- 
ing was built about 1828. It remained in the family possession for 
about. 40 years. Later on it became the home of Mark Hanna, in the 
McKinley administration. This building, likewise, has been rather 
extensively altered, both as to the exterior and the interior. 

In both cases as we point out that the integrity of the structures 
have been changed. 
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Senator Ranportpn. Thank you for your contribution relative to the 
historical background of the properties in question. 

We will next hear from the Genaral Federation of Women’s Clubs 
from the director of legislation, Miss Sally Butler. 


STATEMENT ON BEHALF OF GENERAL FEDERATION OF WOMEN’S 


CLUBS, PRESENTED BY MISS SALLY BUTLER, DIRECTOR OF 


LEGISLATION 


Miss Butter. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am 
Sally Butler, director of legislation for the General Federation of 
Women’s Clubs which was chartered by the U.S. Congress in 1901. 
We now have a membership of more than 5 million women in the 
United States. 

The General Federation has consistently worked for the preserva- 
tion of our national heritage as well as for the conservation of our 
national resources. Even as early as 1898, which was before our 
organization was chartered, we were working for the conservation 
of our natural resources so that great areas ‘shall be preserved for 
posterity, for generations yet to come so that they will not only be 
able to see for themselves some of the great blessings this Nation 
was endowed with but so as to inspire a desire to preserve the historic 
monuments that were basic in the establishment of our Nation’s 
achievements. 

The General Federation, through the effort of its presidents, has 
worked to maintain the interest of the following generations in the 
history of our country. We passed a resolution in 1951 that U.S. 
history be a required subject in all high schools and colleges. We 
believe this is necessary to instill in the young people of today, and of 
the future, the historical facts which have made America what it is 
today. They must know that something basic preceded this atomic 
and nuclear age, something which made this age possible, and they 
must know what the United States has contributed to this age. 

What better way is there for them to know these facts than to see 
some of our historical background ? 

The General Federation, during the administration of Mrs. Oscar 
A. Ahlgren in 1952-54, had as the General Federation’s main project, 
the restoration of the first floor of Independence Hall in Philadelphia. 
The membership raised thousands of dollars to do this job. This is 
only a sample of what the women of this country think is important 
and will do for the preservation of our national heritage. Today it 
seems that there are those who would destroy all monuments or land- 
marks that exist which deals with our great past. We are caused to 
ask who are they and why would they ‘deprive the following genera- 
tions from having the opportunity to see our national shrines? The 
membership of the General Federation is concerned about this matter. 

Today we are fighting to preserve the historic Lafayette Park area 
of our Nation’s Capital, with its Dolly Madison House, the Tayloe 
House, and the Belasco Theater. For this area which has really been 
vital in our past history why must we have to fight? Isn’t there a 
grave necessity for posterity to enjoy these historic symbols? 

Even this morning we noted that another historic place was marked 
to be torn down. This I mention to point out, and I want to stress 
this, the ruthless trend of today. 
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The women of the General Federation would paraphrase the re- 
cee saying of Barbara Fritchie: “Shoot if you must this old gray 
ead but save your country’s flag.” Today we lift our voices and 
say: “Tear down and destroy for progress if you must but you will 
preserve for posterity some historical heritage we trust.” 
The General Federation urges you gentlemen of this 86th Con- 
ress to pass legislation to preserve Lafayette Square which is located 
in front of the White House. Please remember it belongs to all of 
the people of our great country. 
e consider these important buildings in this area for our national 
sag People come from all over the country to see these things. 
hey want to see them. I might say that I personally am very much 
concerned, as all of us are, that the courts have ample space to per- 
form, but in this beautiful Capital, do we want to surround our White 
House with tall buildings that will overshadow the White House of 
our Capital which is the symbol which means so much tous? And as 
a result the General Federation urges you gentlemen of the 86th Con- 
gress to pass legislation to preserve Lafayette Square which is located 
in front of our White House. And please remember, it does belong 
to all of the people of this great country. 
Thank you. 
Senator Ranpotr. Thank you, Miss Butler. 
We will next hear from Mr. Carl] Levin, chairman of the Citizens 
Committee To Save Lafayette Square. 


STATEMENT BY CARL LEVIN, CHAIRMAN, CITIZENS COMMITTEE 
TO SAVE LAFAYETTE SQUARE 


Mr. Levin. My name is Car] Levin. I reside at 6228 32d Street in 
the District of Columbia. In private life I am a corporation execu- 
tive. I appear before you in my capacity as chairman of the Citizens 
Committee To Save Layfayette Square and also as cochairman with 
Mr. O. Roy Chalk of the Citizens Committee for Opera. 

The Citizens Committee To Save Lafayette Square is an organiza- 
tion established recently to spearhead and coordinate the efforts of 
many national and local groups interested in saving the buildings 
fronting on the east side of Lafayette Square. These organizations 
represent millions of citizens nationally as well as locally. With your 
permission I would like to annex to my statement a list of the organi- 
zations working with the Citizens Committee in this matter. 

Senator Ranvoten. Without objection that may be done. 

Mr. Levin. The Citizens Committee for Opera represents the ef- 
forts of Washington professional and business leaders to support the 
Opera Society of Washington in its presentation of locally produced 
professional opera. 

I wish first to thank the chairman and the members of the subcom- 
mittee for giving us the oportunity to appear before you in your con- 
sideration of S. 3279, 3280, and 3403. 

Our concern regarding these buildings stems from several considera- 
tions. We do not feel that it is either wise or necessary to raze these 
buildings under any circumstances because of the desirability of retain- 
ing around the White House, so far as is possible, an island of tran- 
quility in this trouble period of international tensions and recrimina- 
tions. However, we have still other and more commanding reasons 
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why the buildings in question should be saved. The principle of these 
reasons is the important public purposes to which they can be put. 

The Belasco Theater, once a fine opera house and theater, is ideally 
located once again to serve the Nation’s Capital in this capacity. I call 
the subcommittee’s attention to the fact that while the United States 
has supplied funds to restore opera houses and other Government 
buildings and facilities in foreign countries, our own Nation’s Capital 
has no opera house nor any facility which can adequately serve as one. 

I might add parenthetically however, at the outset that what we ask 
you here today does not involve any large expenditure of Federal 
funds—rather it is an alternative for the use of these buildings which 
by far is the least expensive of the proposals which you have heard for 
this area. 

The Opera Society of Washington and other nonprofit organiza- 
tions which present opera, ballet, and other forms of the arts in our 
city find it necessary to use a privately owned, inadequate auditorium 
for which they pay a fee of $500 a night plus other charges as well as 
$100 a day for rehersals. These facilities not only are lacking in ac- 
commodations, but the cost to these nonprofit cultural organizations 
is far beyond their ability to pay. 

I wish, if I may, to call the subcommittee’s attention to the fact 
that these groups give our Nation’s Capital an increasingly enriched 
cultural fare of which it can well be proud. It is partaken of en- 
thusiastically by diplomatic and other foreign residents and visitors 
to our Capital. Yet these nonprofit cultural organizations receive 
not one penny of assistance from our Government. 

A study made by the Library of Congress at the request of Repre- 
sentative Harris B. McDowell, Jr., of Delaware, disclosed that the 
municipal government of Washington spends less money on the fine 
arts than any other major city in the United States. The Library of 
Congress reported that while our Government and our District Com- 
missioners relied on private benefactors to support the arts in our 
Nation’s Capital, Baltimore, for instance, supported fine arts to the 
extent of $448,888 from appropriated funds; Philadelphia allocated 
$789,760; St. Louis, $320,007, Los Angeles, $196,998; Kansas City, 
$115,789; San Francisco, $817,256; and New York City, $4,718,824. 
The study showed that Washington, D.C., which is larger and richer 

er capita than San Francisco, gave only $16,000 to the fine arts. It 
is true that this sum compares well with the $12,500 which Hagers- 
town, Md., provided from appropriated funds for its fine arts. 

The nonprofit organizations are not alone in feeling the terrible 
inadequacy of facilities for the performing arts, and I might add the 
sciences, in our Nation’s Capital. We note, for instance that the 
adult cultural efforts of the District of Columbia Recreation Depart- 
ment and the Children’s Theater, also sponsored by the District of 
Columbia Recreation Department, are presented not in a well-located, 
adequate, Government-owned theater, but in the Roosevelt High 
School Auditorium, uptown at 13th and Allison Streets NW. 

It is our most sincere hope that the present need for an adequate 
facility for the performing arts and for lectures and other public 
forums will be recognized by the subcommittee and that you will 
support restoration of the Belasco Theater. It is our understanding 
that this can be accomplished with a capital outlay of less than 
Philadelphia’s annual appropriated expenditure for fine arts. 
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Parenthetically, we wish to point out that an operating opera house 
or theater, such as the old Belasco, would serve eminently to give the 
arts groups a pilot operation in preparation for the reality of a na- 
tional cultural center to which we all fervently look forward. We do 
not feel, though, that the cultural center can to a reality for pore 
10 years, and the disgraceful paucity of facilities for the fine arts 
cannot be permitted to continue for so long an interim period. 

Would it not be a matter for great pride if a President of the 
United States would be able to walk out of the White House with a 
state visitor, cross a corner of Lafayette Square, and enter a refur- 
bished and elegant state theater for a recital by some great American 
artist, or to attend with a guest one of the highly professional per- 
formances by the Opera Society of Washington or the Washington 
Ballet Guild. Certainly if Khrushchev can have his Bolshoi in Mos- 
cow in which to show off the Soviet’s pride in artistic accomplish- 
ments, if De Gaulle can have his Paris Opera House, if practically 
every other capital in Europe can have its state theater or opera house, 
the United States surely can afford a similar facility and can afford 
it now without waiting for construction and completion of the cultural 
center. 

We spend $118 million a year through our U.S. Information Agency 
to counteract around the world the Communist propaganda that we 
are an uncultured, materialist society interested only im making mone 
and hardware. Yet here in our Nation’s Capital—the free world’s 
No. 1 showcase—we spend $16,000 a year for the performing arts and 
don’t have a single publicly owned building in which to show our 
cultural heritage and interest in these art forms, 

I would also like to state that our committee is also interested in 
saving the Dolly Madison House and Benjamin Tayloe House. These 
two buildings also front on the east side of Lafayette Square. They 
lend greatly needed quiet and provide a traditional atmosphere to the 
White House area and can well serve a needed function as well- 
located galleries for art exhibitions and for other graphic arts pur- 
poses for which we do not now have adequate facilities. 

The Benjamin Tayloe House, we have been informed by the Na- 
tional Trust for Historic Preservation and others interested in this 
building, justifies saving, in addition to its public utility and in addi- 
tion to the atmosphere which it lends to the White House park, be- 
cause the building itself meets all of the statutory criteria justifying 

reservation. It is one of those too few remaining buildings in Wash- 

ington which give the city historic interest and its preservation would 
not be simply antiquity for antiquity’s sake. It can yet serve many 
useful purposes, and we feel that the razing of this building would 
be an unnecessary and wasteful incursion into the historic tradition 
of Washington. 

It was our hope to present today professional testimony regarding 
the structural and financial feasibility of restoring the Belasco The- 
ater. Unfortunately, this study, which has been undertaken by the 
eminent Washington architect, Nicholas Satterlee, in cooperation with 
qualified engineers, is not yet complete. With the permission of the 
chairman and the subcommittee, we would like to submit this report 
within the next few days. 

Finally, gentlemen, may I suggest that if all we have proposed in 
the testimony which I have just given seems to pose an insuperable 
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burden upon this committee, think for a moment of the demands made 
upon this committee if it is to decide in favor of the alternate pro- 
posals. For here Mr. Chairman and members of the subcommittee 
you are really called upon to exercise the wisdom of Solomon. On 
the one hand you have a site purchased by the Federal Government 
several years ago for the construction of an addition to the Treasury 
Department Annex. This addition is still contemplated in the 10- 
year construction program for Federal buildings which has been 
mapped by the General Services Administration. As a matter of 
fact, its construction was contemplated for perhaps 10 years from 
now. Meanwhile, the Court of Claims and the Court of Customs and 
Patent Appeals asks you to give them the site, asking you simultane- 
ously to forget the U.S. Tax Court which for 6 long years has been 
looking for a site for a new building and which wants nothing more 
than to join the two other courts in a new courthouse and office 
building. 

Such a joint building, for which the Lafayette Square site is not 
adequate, would be in full conformity with the national policy for 
the construction of Federal buildings in Washington. 

Whether or not additional expensive Federal buildings are to be 
approved, we submit that the legislation before you presents by far 
the most well-reasoned and economical approach to the problem of 
the buildings involved as well as to the pressing need for a home for 
the performing arts in our Nation’s Capital. 

In behalf of the committees which I represent, and, of course, 
myself, I wish to thank the chairman and the committee for the cour- 
tesy which you have extended us and for the opportunity to be heard 
on a matter which so many citizens throughout the United States feel 
calls for the enlightened consideration which we know you will give it. 

(A document entitled “List of Some of the Organizations Sup- 

orting the Objectives of the Citizens’ Committee To Save Lafayette 
quare” follows:) 


List OF SOME OF THE ORGANIZATIONS SUPPORTING THE OBJECTIVES OF THE 
CrrizENs’ COMMITTEE To SAVE LAFAYETTE SQUARE 


Washington Taxpayers’ Association. 

District of Columbia Society of Natives. 

District of Columbia Historical Society. 

District of Columbia Federation of Civic Associations, Inc. 
Capitol Hill Restoration Society. 

American Art League. 

American National Theater and Academy. 
Institute for Contemporary Arts. 

Children’s Theater of Washington. 

Opera Society of Washington. 

National Planning Council. 

General Federation of Women’s Clubs. 

District of Columbia Recreation Department. 
DuPont Circle Citizens’ Association. 

Central Labor Council of Greater Washington. 
Washington Ballet Guild, Inc. 

Women’s National Farm and Garden Association. 
District of Columbia Federation of Women’s Clubs. 
American Nature Association. 

National Federation of Music Clubs. 

Association of Oldest Inhabitants of the District of Columbia. 
National Trust for Historic Preservation. 
American Federation of Musicians. 
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Federation of Citizens’ Association of the District of Columbia. 
Merchants and Manufacturers Association, Inc. 

American Association of University Women, Washington Branch. 
Washington Civie Opera Association. 

Washington Civic Orchestra. 

District of Columbia Chapter, American Institute of Architects. 

District of Columbia Chapter, Daughters of the American Revolution. 
Washington Board of Trade. 

Columbia Historical Society. 


Mr. Levin. We have been heartened this morning by the testimony 
of Mr. Floete and wish to express to him and the administration our 
appreciation of their finding of an alternate site for the courts which 
do badly need new homes. 

I might add publicly that one of the judges said to me, “You want 
these buildings for private use.” I wish most emphatically to say 
that we are not here asking that these buildings be saved for pri- 

vate use. 

Not long ago the New York Times in an article by its drama critic 
asked the question, “In culture is Washington a ‘hick town’?” The 
Washington Post, ‘yesterday, reprinting an article by the New York 
Times Washington reporter, ‘iii Shuster, answering the question, 
ae the article under the heading, “Washington battles that ‘hick’ 
label. 

Gentlemen, in culture Washington is not a hick town. Being a 
Federal city we must look to the administration and the Congress for 
governmental support for culture. But what do we get? You have 
heard testimony this morning asking that you tear down the one 
possible Government owned house in Washington for the perform- 
ing arts—tear it down to build a courthouse, which can be built at an 
alternate site, which the General Services ‘Administration has now 
proposed, 

Last week you were asked to appropriate $12 million to pay half 
the cost of a granite and marble structure in Arlington, which would 
have no greater utility than to serve as a monument to freedom. 

I am sure we all prize freedom and we hope you will not construe 
my lack of enthusiasm for 24 million monument to same as reflecting 
a lack of patriotism—I am also for motherhood—but give us one- 
twelfth or less of that $12 million and Washington would very quickly 
shed the ‘hick town’ label so far as culture is concerned. Use the rest 
of it, if you will, for blighted areas of the country which perhaps 
needs it more than Arlington County needs a new monument. 

I will refer to this only briefly, Mr. Chairman, because Senator 
Morse has introduced it into the record, I understand. 

Senator Ranpotpn. Thank you. We have a letter dated May 20, 
1960, from Mr. Chalk, who is cochairman of your Citizens Committee 
for Opera, which will be made a part of the record at this point. 

(The letter dated May 20, 1960, follows :) 


D.C. Transit System, INC., 


Washington, D.C., May 20, 1960. 
Hon. JENNINGS RANDOLPH, 


Chairman, Subcommittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
Committee on Public Works, U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Senator RanporPH: I regret that I am unable to testify at the hearings 
on §. 3279, 3280, and 3408. Would you be good enough to enter in the record 
my appeal to the committe to give favorable consideration to these bills to the 
end that the old buildings on the east side of Lafayette Square, which still can 
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serve a useful public purpose, will not be torn down to provide building space for 
other necessary Federal buildings. 

Washington alone among the capitals of the great nations has no opera house, 
nor does it have an adequate facility for the presentation of ballet and other 
forms of the arts. The Washington community and the Nation as a whole 
should have this building as a Federal Opera House-Theater, operated by the 


Federal Government and available to governmental and nonprofit cultural 
groups. 


We of the Opera Society of Washington feel most strongly that while there are 
still blighted areas in the city and Federal “taking” areas which can more suit- 
ably be used for necessary Federal building purposes, the charm and utility 
of the present Lafayette Square buildings and area should not be violated. 

Very truly yours, 


O. Roy CHALK, 
Board of Trustees, Opera Society of Washington 
and Cochairman, Citizens’ Committee for Opera. 

Senator Ranpotrn. The chairman desires to say at this point that 
he shares for the concern for an immediate determination by the Pub- 
lic Works Committee of the selection of a site and the construction of 
a building or buildings for the courts, so that the judges and the 
respective courts may serve the ends of the administration of justice. 
The chairman also shares the anxiety which has been expressed by 
Mr. Levin as to the inadequacy in the Nation’s Capital of appropriate 
facilities for the purposes previously stated. 

Our subcommittee desires to complete the hearings today. I ask 
the persons who are here to cooperate in an effort to expedite the 
hearings, so they may be concluded this afternoon. 

We will reconvene the hearing at 1:45 p.m. 

I wish to thank all witnesses who have appeared. 

(At this point, 12:45 p.m., a recess was taken to reconvene at 
1:45 p.m.) 

AFTERNOON SESSION 


Senator Ranpo.tru (presiding). The hearing of the Subcommittee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds will continue. We are privileged 
to have the American Institute of Architects represented through its 
preservation officer, L. M. Leisenring, testify. 

Mr. Leisenring. 


STATEMENT OF L. M. LEISENRING, PRESERVATION OFFICER, 
AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTS 


Mr. Letsenrtna. Mr. Chairman, I am here as the preservation offi- 
cer of the American Institute of Architects for this area. This is a 
report prepared last week down in consultation headquarters. 

The institute, being a very conservative organization, does not wish 
to go officially on record, but instructed me to represent them here 
in thiscapacity. So, sir, I will proceed to read. 

Without knowledge of all the facts, the American Institute of 
Architects, of itself, cannot make a statement. As an architect, a 
member of the institute’s committee on preservation of historic build- 
ings, and preservation officer for this area, I can express my personal 
opinion. 

It should be stated that the American Institute of Architects has 
consistently supported all measures reasonably advanced for the pres- 
ervation and maintenance of historic values in our physical environ- 
ment. One of the phrases in the institute’s directives to its com- 
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mittee on preservation of historic buildings is, “* * * unless there 
are compelling reasons to remove them.” 

“Compelling reasons.” What are they in this case? We are given 
reasons why the Dolly Madison House and the Tayloe House are 
to be wiped from our heritage, but are these reasons compelling? I 
submit that they are not. 

The proposals in these bills for considering building facilities for 
the Court of Claims, the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, and 
the Tax Court of the United States in the vicinity of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, are considered to have definite value in 
centering in a group these elements in the judicial branch of our Gov- 
ernment. From a civic, functional, and architectural point of view 
this seems in every way commendable. 

This fine square, forming as it does the impressive foreground for 
our historic White House, the Presidential Mansion, should have all 
of its surrounding elements in scale and character and, as in the build- 
ings named in these bills, have also great historic value. They can 
be destroyed with bulldozer ease; they cannot be brought back. 

Is the reason for destroying them really compelling? 

With further reference to the historic values of Lafayette Square, 
on the west on Jackson Place is the Decatur House, historic home of 
that naval hero, preserved in perfect character; and near the corner, 
on Pennsylvania Avenue, the Blair and Lee Houses of only a slightly 
later period. All are planned to be preserved during the proposed 
erection of the new administrative offices, which the General Services 
Administration has indicated will be kept to a low height on Jack- 
son Place. 

On the north on H Street is St. John’s Church, “The Church of 
the Presidents,” contemporary of the White House and designed by 
Latrobe, architect who designed also Decatur House and who fol- 
lowed James Hoban in the completion of the White House. 

On the east then, the subjects of these bills, stand the Dolly Madison 
and the Benjamin Ogle Tayloe Houses. The Dolly Madison House 
was built in 1820 by Richard Cutts, brother-in-law of Dolly Payne 
Madison, and here, as widow of President Madison, she spent the last, 
years of her busy life. From 1837 to 1849 it was the center of the 
social life of Washington officialdom and a meeting place for diplo- 
mats. It has been occupied successively by Attorney General Critten- 
den, Senator William G. Preston, and Commodore John Wilkes. 

The Madison House as it stands has had alterations from the origi- 
nal but is substantially intact. 

The Benjamin Ogle Tayloe House was built in 1822 by the son 
of Col. John Tayloe, builder of the Octagon in 1798. Sometimes 
‘alled the Tayloe-Cameron House, the house we are asked to destroy 
was the home of Don Cameron during the time of his greatest in- 
fluence. It was also called “The Little White House” from its occu- 
pancy by Senator Mark Hanna. In its earliest days it was a frequent 
host to President William Harrison, warm friend of the Tayloes. It is 
a perfect example of the early Federal period, 

In effect we are asked: “Are you willing to wipe out forever the 
character our forefathers have created in Lafayette Square to make 
room for an architectural composition that has not yet been put on 
paper?” 
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It may be that another architectural masterpiece will be created 
that will preserve something of the flavor that the years have given to 
the east side of Lafayette Square. We have no way of knowing. At 
least until we do know, let us keep our architectural heritage. 

Sir, may I also present a paper 4 

Senator Ranpotrn. Do you wish to supplement your statement 
with informal comment or would you like to insert other material in 
the record ¢ 

Mr. Letsenrina. I might make this formal comment, sir: that 
some of the evidence given today very evidently calls for or seems to 
call for a building to house the three courts, with plenty of room for 
the three and some room for expansion. 

Mr. Floete said that this would be crowding very much a building 
to be built on the east side of the square. If they were crowded in 
now what is going to happen when, as always happens in Washing- 
ton, things grow and we need more space than we have already pro- 
vided ? 

I would just give those suggestions. 

Then I would also like to suggest so far as location is concerned 
that S. 3403 does suggest also a place in the northwest, not far from 
the present courts in existence now, if I may submit that. 

I have been asked to represent the Committee of One Hundred on 
the Federal City. Mr. Grosvenor Chapman, who is the chairman 
of the Subcommittee on Architecture, Landscape Architecture, and 
Preservation, has asked me to submit this. 

Senator Ranpoteu. The statement will be included in the record at 
this point, 

(The statement of Mr. Grosvenor Chapman referred to is, as fol- 
lows :) 

AMERICAN PLANNING AND Civic ASSOCIATION, 
Washington, D.C., May 20, 1960. 
Re S. 3279, S. 3280. 
Senator JENNINGS RANDOLPH, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, Committee on Public 
Works, U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Dear SENATOR RANDOLPH: I have read the statement which Mr. L. Morris 
Leisenring has prepared for presentation to your committee. It reflects, I 
believe, the sentiments of the Subcommittee on Architecture, Landscape Archi- 
tecture, and Preservation of the Committee of One Hundred on the Federal City, 
which has had the referenced bills under study since March. I respectfully 
request that your committee consider whether or not there are “compelling 
reasons” why these historic buildings should be destroyed. 

In addition to the consideration for preservation of historic buildings, our 
subcommittee also places great importance on the preservation of Lafayette 
Square as an appropriate forecourt for the White House, so that, even if “com- 
pelling reasons” for the removal of the Benjamin Tayloe and Dolly Madison 
Houses were found, we would want assurance that the buildings which replaced 
them would be in appropriate scale with the White House, Decatur, Blair, and 


Lee Houses, and St. John’s Church and Parish House rather than with the - 


Treasury Annex. 
Very truly yours, ’ 
GROSVENOR CHAPMAN, 


Chairman, Subcommittee on Architecture, Landscape Architecture, and 
Preservation. 


Mr. Letsenrina. He says: 


Dear SENATOR RANDOLPH: I have read the statement which Mr. L. Morris : 
Leisenring has prepared for presentation to your committee. It reflects, I believe, . 
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the sentiments of the Subcommittee on Architecture, Landscape Architecture, and 
Preservation of the Committee of One Hundred on the Federal City, which has 
had the referenced bills under study since March. I respectfully request that 
your committee consider whether or not there are “compelling reasons” why 
these historic buildings should be destroyed. 

In addition to the consideration for preservation of historic buildings, our 
subcommittee also places great importance on the preservation of Lafayette 
Square as an appropriate forecourt for the White House, so that even if “com- 
pelling reasons” for the removal of the Benjamin Tayloe and Dolly Madison 
Houses were found, we would want assurance that the buildings which replaced 
them would be in appropriate scale with the White House, Decatur, Blair, and 
Lee Houses and St. John’s Church and Parish House rather than with the 
Treasury Annex. 


Senator Ranvotru. Do you wish to include any other statement ? 

Mr. Letsenrine. No, sir. 

Senator Ranpotru. Thank you for your contribution. 

The District of Columbia Recreation Board is represented by Mr. 
Gerson Nordlinger, its Vice Chairman who I believe is here to present 
testimony. 


STATEMENT OF CLINT PRICE ON BEHALF OF GERSON NORDLINGER, 
VICE CHAIRMAN, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA RECREATION BOARD 


Mr. Price. I am speaking for Mr. Gerson Nordlinger, as he had 
to leave. 


On behalf of the District of Columbia Recreation Board we are pleased to 
testify in support of various proposals which would preserve the Belasco Theater 
and other historic buildings in the vicinity of Lafayette Park. Since 1951, the 
Recreation Board has consistently endorsed proposals and principles which 
would support a broader program in the fine arts for the citizens of Washington. 
The proposal to use the Belasco Theater as a municipal art center is of primary 
concern to us. At its March 8, 1960, meeting, the Recreation Board endorsed 
this proposal in principle. 

We need not reiterate the sad plight Washington is in with respect to the 
cultural arts. Much has been said with far more eloquence than we possess. 
We wish merely to say that Washington will continue to be a second-class city 
culturally as long as it is without facilities in which its citizens may give vent 
to their creative urge, and at which they may enjoy the creativity of their fel- 
lows. A municipal arts center should be of, by, and for the people. Because of 
the authority and responsibility vested in Public Law 534, 77th Congress, creat- 
ing the Recreation Board, the Board would welcome this opportunity to sponsor 
a municipal art center with the active support of the citizens it represents. 

We understand there is considerable support in both Houses of Congress for 
this legislation. Among others, Senators Henning, Gruening, Douglas, and 
Morse have endorsed the principles contained in this proposal. The Recreation 
Board is pleased to join forces with this distinguished group in supporting a 
municipal art center for the District of Columbia. 


He has added here to his statement : 


I would like it to appear in the record that the National Symphony Orchestra 
Association, of which I am vice president, and the Washington Ballet Guild, of 
which I am president, wholeheartedly support the bills to preserve the integrity 
of Layfayette Square. 


Senator Ranvoteu. Thank you very much. 
The National Federation of Music Clubs, through Miss Marie 
Hurley. 
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STATEMENT OF MARIE A. HURLEY, NATIONAL LEGISLATION 
CHAIRMAN, NATIONAL FEDERATION OF MUSIC CLUBS 


Miss Hurtey. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask permission to 
submit this for complete reproduction in the record. 

Senator Ranpoieu. Miss Hurley, we will place the complete state- 
ment in the record and include your informal comments on the testi- 
mony at this time. 

Miss Hurtey. Mr. Chairman and members of this committee, my 
name is Marie A. Hurley. I am national legislation chairman, Na- 
tional Federation of Music Clubs. 

Mr. Chairman, I, a native of Washington, D.C., appear before this 
committee on behalf of the National Federation of Music Clubs in sup- 
port of S. 3279, S. 3280, and S. 3403, the Morse-Kennedy-Humphrey 
proposals which would— 
amend the Public Buildings Act of 1959 to provide a study as to the best loca- 
tion for a new building, for certain courts of the United States, to preserve the 
Dolly Madison House, and other historic buildings near the White House for 
cultural and educational purposes in keeping with the national policy enunciated 
in the Historic Sites, Buildings, and Antiquities Act * * *, 

The National Federation of Music Clubs is one of the organizations 
working with the Citizens Committee To Save Lafayette Square. It 
is a nonpartisan, nonsectarian, philanthropic, educational, cultural 
organization in which no officer, department, or committee chairman 
receives remuneration for services rendered. Its membership, over 
600,000, includes musicians, teachers, composers, concert artists, stu- 
dents, choral and symphonic societies, and 5,500 clubs throughout 50 
States. It is dedicated to the promotion of American youth and 
American music. 

The National Federation of Music Clubs is a charter member of the 
National Music Council, which council was granted a congressional 
charter August 1, 1956, and which consists of 50 member organizations 
with a combined membership of 1,228,000 representing the entire 
music industry of the United States. 

Significant to note here is the fact that the executive secretary of 
the National Music Council, Mr. Edwin Hughes, like the National 
Federation of Music Clubs president, Mrs. C. Arthur Bullock, who 
also is vice president of the National Music Council, has come in sup- 
ort, of the legislative proposals to save the historic buildings on 
Ljtineite Square. 

In a recent letter to the chairman of this committee, Mr. Hughes 
stated : 

As executive secretary of the National Music Council and as a native of 
Washington, D.C., I would like to strongly protest the demolition of the 
buildings on the east side of Lafayette Square to make room for a courthouse. 
Through the years I have been horrified over the gradual nibbling at the his- 
toric buildings which surround or did surround, Lafayette Square. This last 
attempt to tear down three buildings with a history and perhaps erect a glass 
box in their place seems to me a real sacrilege. There are plenty of unspeak- 
able slums in Washington that might well be eradicated for the purpose of 
securing a plot for the proposed court building. I hope very much that the 
Senate Public Buildings Committee will come out with a verdict to the effect 
that the three buildings in question on Lafayette Square shall not be destroyed. 

Mr. Chairman, the National Federation of Music Clubs is not op- 
posed to the construction in the Nation’s Capital of a court building to 
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house the Tax Court of the United States, the Court of Claims, and 
the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals; rather, it is fully aware 
that such a structure is a real necessity. 

What the National Federation of Music Clubs objects to is the de- 
struction of the old Belasco Theater, the Benjamin Tayloe and Dolly 
Madison Houses, all located near the White House, and the construc- 
tion of the court building on that specific site. 

Senator Hubert Humphrey in his bill has proposed for considera- 
tion the construction of the court building on a site across the street 
from that currently occupied by the Court of Claims. Surely a site 
so close to the White House and to the site occupied by the Court of 
Claims for decades should meet with the approval of all interested 
parties. At any rate, this site would have the endorsement of the 
National Federation of Music Clubs. 

The old Belasco Theater, the Benjamin Tayloe and Dolly Madison 
Houses are significant historically; they add distinction, beauty, and 
charm to the White House particularly, and the National Capital gen- 
erally. Washington, D.C., is not just the National Capital; it is the 
Capital of the free world. Diplomats representing the various nations 
of the world live here; foreign dignitaries and tourists from all parts 
of the world are constant visitors. These buildings are our visible 
history, and give to our National Capital a character unique among 
world capitals. 

The National Federation of Music Clubs in supporting legislative 
proposals for the preservation of all historic buildings favors espe- 
cially the preservation of the old Belasco Theater, 65 years old, just 
3 years older than our own organization. 

Federation members from all parts of the country recall attending 
operas at the old Belasco Theater, the Washington home of the Metro- 
politan Opera, featuring singers such as Tetrazzini, Caruso, Schu- 
mann-Heink, Jenny Lind, and Amato; and broadway productions and 
vaudeville shows featuring performers such as Helen Hayes, Ruth 
Chatterton, Ina Claire, David Warfield, Mae West, Weber and Fields, 
John Drew, Maude Adams, Will Rogers, and Al Jolson on visits to 
Washington and noted that all such performances were attended by 
Cabinet members, Congressmen, and even Presidents. 

The old Belasco Theater compares favorably with European opera 
houses; it is about the same size as many of them; it has a tradition 
more impressive than Carnegie Hall in New York; it is part of our 
Nation’s history across the street from the White House. 

The National Federation of Music Clubs favors the restoration of 
this old opera house, as opera houses abroad have been restored, and in 
many instances rebuilt, with the millions of dollars furnished by the 
United States. 

Representative Frank Thompson, Jr., in an article for a forthcoming 
issue of International Musician, the organ of the American Federa- 
tion of Musicians, on the subject of subsidy stated : 

A new amendment to the Mutual Security Act which passed the Senate and 
is now part of the law will help save the millenia-old treasures of Egypt which 
otherwise would soon be covered by the waters to be impounded by the Aswan 
Dam. This amendment to the annual $4 billion foreign aid program will permit 
the U.S. Government to contribute up to one-third of the cost of the big inter- 


national historic preservation program in Egypt which is expected to cost 
about $90 million. 
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In Philadelphia the Federal Government will have spent from 1950 through 
1961 the sum of $15,706,510 in American tax dollars to preserve the historic 
buildings—many of them architectural gems—which are an intimate part of 
America’s beginning as a nation. This expenditure of Federal funds has the 
ardent support of farsighted Pennsylvania business leaders who are fully aware 
of the fact that 60 million tourists visit our historic shrines each year and 
spend hundreds of millions of dollars with local merchants. 


Preserving the historic buildings on Lafayette Square is important 
to the advancement of America’s cultural development and education. 
Destroying these historic buildings and substituting in their place a 
new court building or office building would only serve to substantiate 
Russia’s charge as to the materialism and lack of concern of the Ameri- 
can people for their cultural heritage. 

Senator Hubert Humphrey supporting the preservation of these 
historic buildings, had this to say : 


I believe that these cherished reminders of our history and the historic spirit 
of the entire square should be maintained. As we plan for the future of our 
Nation’s Capital we must remember that our city is a living lesson in our Na- 
tion’s history as well as the center of our Government operations. In locating 
Federal buildings in the District of Columbia we must think not only of Govern- 
ment services for our children, but of preserving for them the beauties of our 
American heritage. 

We have not always guarded this heritage as we could and should. I hope 
that we shall not fail in this opportunity to maintain one corner of our past 
in the heart of the District. 


On May 20, I received a letter from the office of Mrs. C. Arthur 
Bullock, president, National Federation of Music Clubs, advising 
me that Mrs. Bullock is in a travel status, but that despite this, she 
had written to the 17 Members of the Senate Public Works Com- 
mittee concerning the matter of the preservation of the historic build- 
ings on Lafayette Square, and that a copy of one of the letters was 
enclosed. 


(The text of Mrs. Bullock’s letter, dated May 17, 1960, follows:) 


As president of the National Federation of Music Clubs with a membership 
of approximately 600,000 throughout our 50 United States, this is to register 
our Federation’s support of the bills 8S. 3279, S. 3280, 8. 3403 and companion 
measures which would amend the Public Buildings Act of 1959 to preserve 
the historic buildings near the White House for cultural and educational pur- 
poses and provide a study as to best locations for a new building for certain 
courts of United States. Our federation, which has and is playing a major role 
in the musical and cultural development of our country, places value on the 
preservation of our historic cultural landmarks as well as its building for pres- 
ent and future enriched heritage. 

We also respectfully urge your dynamic support in behalf of: 

(1) Holding hearings on the above noted bills immediately. 
(2) Reporting favorably the bills out of committee. 
(3) Maintaining support until their enactment into law. 

Thanking you in advance for what, I confidently feel, will be your steadfast, 

effective support of these above noted bills, I am, 
Yours very truly, 
Mrs. C. ArtTHUR BULLOCK. 

The Archives Building bears the inscription : “What is past is pro- 
logue.” So let it be with our historic buildings. Let us preserve 
them—let us restore them to their former grandeur—the past for the 
enduring record—for ourselves and for the generations of Americans 
yet. to come—for, after all, they are part of the story of America’s 
true greatness. 

Mr. Chairman, the National Federation of Music Clubs is grateful 
to the Members of the Congress for their efforts to preserve the his- 





-— 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS—1960 63 


toric buildings of our country; to Senator Wayne Morse who intro- 
duced S. 3279 for himself and Senators Thomas C. Hennings, Jr., Paul 
H. Douglas, and Ernest Gruening; to Senator John Kennedy who 
introduced 8. 3280; to Senator Hubert Humphrey who introduced 
S. 3403; to Senator James FE. Murray who introduced S. 3128 for 
himself and Senator Mike Mansfield (this last mentioned bill was 
referred to the Senate Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs of 
which committee Senator Murray is chairman); to Representative 
Harris B. McDowell, Jr., who introduced H.R. 11678; and to Repre- 
sentative Frank Thompson, Jr., who introduced H.R. 11691. The 
National Federation of Music Clubs is hopeful that these legislative 
hee which provide for the accomplishment of this objective will 

ave their continued support and the support of all Members of the 
Senate and House of Representatives to enactment into law. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and members of this committee, for 
holding these hearings and for providing me this opportunity to ex- 
press the views of the organization I represent. 

Senator Ranpoten. Thank you very much. 

Miss Hurtey. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Ranvoreu. The National Trust for Historic Preservation 
is represented through William J. Murtagh, the assistant to its presi- 
dent. We are very happy to have you. 


STATEMENT OF WILLIAM J. MURTAGH, ASSISTANT TO THE PRESI- 
DENT, NATIONAL TRUST FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION 


Mr. Mourracu. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I am representing the 
president of the trust, who, unfortunately, couldn’t be here. 

I have a prepared statement which I would like to follow with a 
few informal remarks. What I have to say about the buildings as 
separate entities is the considered opinion of the professional staff of 
the national trust. 

The National Trust for Historic Preservation feels that there are 
really two issues involved in this group of buildings. One is the 

roposed retention of the Belasco Theater for contemporary use. 

he Belasco Theater is neither historic, nor possessed of architectural 
distinction, nor is it harmonious with the prevailing domestic char- 
acter of the original buildings surrounding Lafayette Square and 
complementing the White House. The Belasco Theater does not 
meet the criteria of the National Trust for Historie Preservation and 
does not elicit its interests in an official manner. 

However, the members of the staff of the national trust individ- 
ually feel that the Belasco Theater may have an appropriate useful 
life in the cultural activities of the community snd recommend as 
private citizens that appropriate steps be taken for its rehabilitation 
and use, if these steps may be made within reasonable means. 

The other issue is the preservation of the buildings formerly occu- 
pied by the Cosmos Club and known earlier as two individual struc- 
tures, the Dolly Madison House and the Tayloe House. Both of 
these buildings are appropriate in scale to the early residences that 
er lined this area when Lafayette Square was entirely resi- 

ential. 

The Dolly Madison House is basically an old building, but the 
integrity of the structure has been radically changed both inside and 
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outside after Mrs. Madison’s occupancy. The orientation of the 
structure was completely changed, the style of architecture severely 
altered so that there is not a square foot of the inside or outside that 
remains today as Dolly Madison knew it. The remodeling around 
1850 was so complete and the subsequent changes made by the Cosmos 
Club later in the century were so extensive that the national trust 
feels that the building possesses so little integrity associated with 
Dolly Madison that it, too, fails to meet the criteria of the national 
trust. We can recommend the preservation of this building from 
the point of view of scale and texture, but not on the grounds of 
history. 

The Tayloe House has historical interest, not so much because of 
its builder around 1830, but because of its occupancy by the Hanna 
family later in the century and the associations that President Mc- 
Kinley had with this house. The architecture of this house remains 
to some extent unchanged on the outside, although the fenistration has 
been altered. The interior has been almost completely remodeled dur- 
ing the Hanna occupancy so that little is left of the original Tayloe 
interiors today. However, this building has enough interest from 
the point of view of architecture and 19th century history to war- 
‘ant support by the national trust. 

Now, with the statement that we have submitted, I have submitted 
copies of the criteria for evaluating historic sites and buildings. 

To this formal report which has been purposely kept as objective 
as possible, I should like to add some other remarks about consider- 
ing these buildings not as isolated individuals, but as parts of a larger 
whole. 

I draw vour attention, Mr. Chairman, to a portion of point 3 of our 
criteria, which says: 

Mere antiquity is not sufficient basis for selection of a structure for perma- 
nent preservation, but it can be a factor if other more significant examples 
have disappeared or if the building forms part of an especially characteristic 
section of a given community. 

Now, the last part of this is the basis for the validity of what we 
call historic renewal areas such as Georgetown, the Vieux Carre in 
New Orleans, Beacon Hill in Boston. There are many, many houses 
in these particular areas that are not of architectural excellence but 
in the aggregate form an excellence which is worthy of preserva- 
tion. 

Moreover, I would like to make one point which I don’t think has 
been brought out clearly in the various testimonies this morning, 
or earlier this afternoon; and that is that Lafayette Square not be 
considered from the point of view of individual architectural monu- 
ments, but from the point of view of master plan thinking and city 
planning thinking. 

L’Enfant, the architect, the city planner of the city of Washing- 
ton, created Lafayette Square and set the portion south of the square 
as the site of the Executive Mansion. In the early 19th century 
the Executive Mansion in scale, in monumentality, dominated the 
square. 

This should not be allowed to slip into second place and be struc- 
turally subordinated to later structures. A case in point is Inde- 
pendence Hall in Philadelphia, which has the scale, the texture, the 
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architectural qualities of the 18th century. This is now backed by 
20th century high rise structures. 

Moreover, the National Park Service has torn out a good five blocks 
in front of it, further setting it apart. We visit this now as an his- 
toric structure. We know by visiting it and the fact it is set apart, 
it serves no current use in the 20th century life except as a national 
shrine. We do not want the rest of National Square to look down 
on our Executive Mansion. I think it would be defeating the purposes 
for which the Executive Mansion was erected. 

Senator Ranpotru. Your testimony is most informative to me. 

Mr. Murtracu. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Ranpotru. As chairman of the subeommittee. I see a tem- 
perate approval here, if I may call it that. 

Mr. aaa Yes; I think that is correct. 

Senator Ranpoteu. I note your comment that the Dolly Madison 
House and the Tayloe House have reasons within them for preserva- 
tion, but not basically for historical reasons. 

Mr. Mvurracu. That is correct. We feel that the historical in- 
tegrity has been so watered down because of the changes that we 
could not go on record for supporting that from that point of view. 

Thank you. 

Senator Ranpoten. Mr. Gruis, I believe, is not present this after- 
noon, but a statement has been readied for inclusion. It is from the 
Capital Hill Restoration Society through its president, Edward G. 
Gruis, and the statement will appear as part of the record. 

(The statement referred to, by Mtr. Edward G. Gruis, is as follows :) 


STATEMENT BY EpwWaArp G. GRuUIS, PRESIDENT, CApItoL Hitt RESTORATION SOCIETY 


Mr. Chairman, my name is Edward G. Gruis and I am president of the Capitol 
Hill Restoration Society, which is an organization of several hundred residents 
and businessmen of the Capitol Hill area. I wish first to thank the committee 
for permitting me to appear before it in support of S. 3279 and other proposed 
legislation to preserve the Dolly Madison and Benjamin Tayloe Houses and 
the Belasco Theater on Lafayette Square. 

The society’s interest in the preservation and restoration of these historic 
structures rests on two basic grounds. First, the society is dedicated by the 
principles embodied in its constitution to encourage restoration and to protect 
and preserve historic sites. Second, society members are among the many 
citizens of Washington’s metropolitan area who will directly benefit or suffer 
by the action of this committee on S, 3279 and similar bills, 


PRESERVATION AND RESTORATION OF WASHINGTON COMMUNITY 


While the primary activity of the society centers on restoration and com- 
munity development in the Capitol Hill area, we cannot disregard the possible 
destruction of historic sites in other areas of the Capital City. Restoration 
areas such as Capitol Hill, Foggy Bottom, and Georgetown do not stand alone; 
they are merely parts in the overall picture which draws schoolchildren, tourists, 
and international visitors to our historic and traditional city. And these 
monuments and early American settings are not simply attractions. They pro- 
vide an education and understanding in the traditions and early development 
of our Nation. 

And finally, a part of the charm and attractiveness of modern living in early 
American homes is lost when the historic landmarks of our traditional city 
are replaced with modern office buildings. 

Mindful then of these factors which contribute importantly to Washington's 
charm and attractiveness, consider the proposal advanced by GSA for the 
location of a new courthouse on the east side of Lafayette Square, To con- 
struct the courthouse on this site, these historical landmarks must be 
demolished. 
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The property on which the Dolly Madison House is located was originally 
‘owned by President James Madison between 1828 and 1836. It was the home 
of Dolly Madison from 1837 to 1849; and thereafter the home of Rear Adm. 
Charles Wilkes, USN, from 1851 to 1886. The Benjamin Tayloe House dates 
from 1830, and it served as an important Washington social center during 
Tayloe’s residence. This is the home that has been referred to as “The Little 
White House” of President McKinley. The site on which the old Belasco 
Theater stands was already famous before the present structure was erected in 
1895. In a gracious home which formerly occupied this land an attempt was 
made on April 14, 1865, to assassinate W. H. Seward, Secretary of State, by 
one of the conspirators who murdered Abraham Lincoln the same night. A 
bronze plaque on the side of the old Belasco Theater states : 

“The Lafayette Square Opera House was erected of steel skeleton structure, 
stone, terra cotta * * * to prove that an opera house can be made safe at all 
times from fire and panic * * *.” 

Unfortunately, the structure could not be made safe from condemnation. 

The plaque to the right-hand side of the main entrance of the Belasco Theater 
carries the following inscription that undoubtedly holds a sentimental value 
for many American servicemen and women. 

“The American Theater Wing’s Washington Stage Door Canteen occupied 
this site from 1942 to 1946 to serve men and women of the Armed Forces of 
America and her allies.” 

It is difficult for the society to understand then how the above historical 
monuments can be sacrificed for just another Government building. 

A spokesman for the National Trust for Historic Preservation has indicated 
that the Benjamin Tayloe House has been sufficiently preserved to qualify as a 
historic monument under the high standards of that organization. While in- 
terior conversion to modern offices in the Dolly Madison House and to a Service- 
men’s Recreational Center in the old Belasco Theater disqualify these latter two 
buildings as places of historical interest under the National Trust standards, 
their retention is essential to preserve the overall facade and flavor of this his- 
torically significant block which overlooks the White House. Except for the 
Decatur House, buildings on the opposite side of the park are already slated for 
destruction. The Belasco Theater and the Dolly Madison and Benjamin Tayloe 
Houses, therefore, will be the last remaining series of buildings of an earlier 
American era to affront on Lafayette Square. 


GSA PROPOSAL DISREGARDS NATIONAL POLICY 


More than 25 years ago Congress recognized the necessity for protecting and 
preserving historical sites and monuments for posterity. The “Historic Sites, 
Buildings, and Antiquities Act” of 1935 (16 U.S.C.A. 461) provides: 

“It is declared that it is a national policy to preserve for public use historic 
sites, buildings, and objects of national significance for the inspiration and bene- 
fit of the people of the United States.” 

It is interesting to note that in a subsequent section Congress provided that 
the provisions of this act are to supersede “any other act or acts relating to the 
same subject matter.” 


COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENT—-NOT DESTRUCTION 


The society wishes to make clear that its support of S. 3279 in no way chal- 
lenges the need for adequate building facilities for the Court of Claims and Court 
of Customs and Patent Appeals. Our opposition to GSA’s proposal stems mainly 
from the lack of justification for replacing a set of historically important build- 
ings with a modern new government building which will undoubtedly detract 
from the gracious setting of the White House. Does progress and community 
development in this instance require the destruction of monuments which are 
treasured by the community and enjoyed by visitors? We cannot see why 
blighted or rundown Washington areas are not looked to for construction of such 
a courthouse. In this way Washington’s historical points of interest would be 
preserved and blighted communities replaced. 

For the above reasons the Capitol Hill Restoration Society supports S. 3279, 
which provides for the preservation of the Dolly Madison House and other his- 
toric buildings near the White House for cultural and educational purposes in 
keeping with the national policy enunciated in the Historic Sites, Buildings, and 
Antiquities Act. 
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Senator Ranpoteu. The District of Columbia Chapter of the 
American National Theater and Academy, through its president, Mrs. 
Robert L. Bacon, is to give testimony. rs. Bacon, we are pleased 
to have you present. 


STATEMENT OF MRS. ROBERT LOW BACON, PRESIDENT OF THE 
WASHINGTON CHAPTER OF AMERICAN NATIONAL THEATER 
AND ACADEMY 


Mrs. Bacon. Mr. Chairman, Senator Randolph, and committee, I 
am Virginia Murray Bacon, widow of Congressman Robert Low 
Bacon. I reside at 1801 F Street, and I appear before you as presi- 
dent of the Washington Chapter of AN’TA—American National 
Theater and Academy—vice president of the National Opera Guild 
of Washington, D.C., and a member of the board of trustees of the 
Opera Society of Washington. 

The Washington chapter of the American National Theater and 
Academy, which organization was chartered by Congress in July 
1953, is in a position, by virtue of its location in the Nation’s Capital, 
to be of unique service to the national organization, which has for its 
purposes the expansion of the living theater through the stimulation 
of public interest in drama as an art form and the encouragement of 
community children’s educational and professional theater. Like- 
wise, ANT A is of assistance in the expansion of the theater’s sister- 
performing art forms, symphony, opera, and ballet. 

The local chapter of AN'TA expects to utilize its particular ability 
to encourage public awareness and acceptance of the international 
cultural exchange program which is administered by the national 
ANTA group by official designation of the Department of State. 

As president of the Washington chapter of ANTA, I greatly appre- 
ciate the opportunity to testify in behalf of section 19 of Senate bills 
S. 3279, S. 3240, and S. 3403. 

In keeping with the national policy of protecting and preserving historic 
American buildings and sites for the inspiration and benefit of the people of 
the United States, the Administrator shall preserve and maintain the Dolly 
Madison House, the Benjamin Tayloe House, and the Belasco Theater on 
Lafayette Square near the White House in the District of Columbia for his- 
torical, civic, cultural, and educational purposes. The Administrator is author- 
ized and directed to restore the Belasco Theater to a condition at least equal 
to its condition at the time it was acquired by the Federal Government, and 
to accept contributions of money which shall constitute charitable contributions 
for purposes of section 170 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 (relating to 
deductions for charitable, etc., contributions and gifts), for the purpose of 
assisting him in the restoration of the Belasco Theater. 

(b) The President is authorized to create such interagency committees and 
advisory committees as in his judgment may be of assistance in carrying out 
the purposes of this section. 

In view of the utter lack of facilities for the performing arts in the 
Nation’s Capital it is unthinkable that a potential theater should be 
destroyed. I myself have seen performances of opera at the Belasco 
Theater, such as the “Mikado and Butterfly.” The Metropolitan Op- 
era Co. of New York, has had to give its performances in a movie 
theater. Although it covered its costs and did not lose a cent last year, 
such was the functional inadequacy and inconvenience of the movie 
house, the management chose not to return this year. The perform- 
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ances of the Opera Society of Washington are given at the Lisner, 
where there is no room backstage at all; only a very narrow passage 
so that every singer has to climb 92 steps every time they leave the 
stage. 

Also there are several ballet companies in Washington, and no place 
for them to perform. 

There was a time when there were three theaters going in Washing- 
ton: Poli’s, the National, and the Belasco. ‘Today only the National 
remains—an incredible situation in view of the increase in the popu- 
Jation—and when you think that this is the Capital of the United 
States. 

Of even greater importance is the fact that our Nation’s Capital 
was nobly conceived and planned by Pierre Charles L’Enfant in 1791, 
and President Washington wrote: 

No departure from the engraved plan ought to be allowed unless imperious 
necessity should require it. 

It is up to each succeeding generation as custodian of this Capital 
to see to it that all changes are for the better, that none destroy its 
asthetic or historic values and charms. To eliminate that which is bad 
and conserve that which is good. 

Lafayette Square, in front of the White House, was the site of the 
homes of many of the most outstanding figures in our Government. 
Much history was made around that. square. Even if few of the orig- 
inal houses remain, their low skyline scale and historic flavor should 
be restored or preserved. 

What is happening to Washington today is a challenge to all its 
citizens. Warsaw was razed to the ground by bombs, but the old part 
of Warsaw was rebuilt exactly as it was, stone for stone; churches, 
beautiful places and enchanting squares. 

Washington is being razed to the ground by bulldozers in peace- 
time day after day. The old part of Warsaw is being rebuilt stone for 
stone, beautiful palaces and churches. In Washington, instead of re- 
storing the original characteristics of the Dolly Madison House and 
the others, what replaces the old are solid-glass blocks, blue checker- 
boards, each a copy of the next one without any architectural merit 
whatsoever or any detail to please the eyes. 

One architect explained that the tenants like it. “It gives an illusion 
of elegance to cubicles occupied by individual workers.” 

Well, they give no “illusion of elegance” to the pedestrian or pas- 
serby, and there are more pedestrians outside than workers inside. 

If the bulldozers keep on at the present rate, in 10 years they will 
have removed all trace of history in the Nation’s Capital. There will 
be no interest for schoolchildren, or any other tourists, to come here to 
visit the scene of historic events. If an “illusion of elegance” is to be 
the criterion of the architecture of today, the bulldozers of tomorrow 
will be welcomed by a disgraced citizenry. And so I hope that you 
will do everything you can for the passage of that bill. 

Senator Ranpoten, Thank you for testifying. 

If you desire, at this point we will include a telegram which has 
been received from Peggy Wood, your national president. 

Mrs. Bacon. Yes, I would like it very much. 


Senator Ranpotpen. Otherwise, it will be included with other state- 
ments. 
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Mrs. Bacon. I would like it very much at this point. 
Senator Ranpotpn. The telegram will be placed in the record at 
this point. Thank you, Mrs. Bacon. 
(The telegram referred to is, as follows :) 
STamForp, Conn., May 21, 1960. 
Senator JENNINGS RANDOLPH, 


Chairman, Subcommittee on Public Building of Senate Committee on Public 
Works, Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C.: 


As president of American National Theater Academy and as an actress with 
memories of Belasco Theater both during its active life as a dramatic house and 
its function as a stagedoor canteen during the war I urge you to do all in your 
power to save the building and the aspect of the square. 

Praay Woop. 

Senator Ranvotpn. The Washington Civic Opera Association, 
through its chairman, Mrs. Esther Cooper Smith, is to present testi- 
mony. 


STATEMENT OF ESTHER LIPSEN COOPER SMITH, CHAIRMAN, 
WASHINGTON CIVIC OPERA ASSOCIATION 


Mrs. Smiru. My name is Esther Lipsen Cooper Smith. I am chair- 
man of the board, Washington (D.C.) Civic Opera Association, on 
whose behalf I am appearing today. The Washington Civic Opera 
Association, which has actively produced opera since its formation in 
1954, operates under the broad authority of Public Law 534 of the 
77th Congress which created the District of Columbia Recreation 
Board and established the Recreation Department in the Nation’s 
Capital. In that law, signed by President Franklin Delano Roosevelt 
on April 29, 1942, the Congress declared that: 

The Board shall have power and authority to adopt, conduct, direct, or cause 
to be conducted or directed, under its supervision, a comprehensive program of 
public recreation which shall include the operation and direction of * * * arts 
and crafts * * * music, drama speech * * * and such other * * * creative op- 
portunities for leisure-time participation as the Board shall deem advisable to 
offer in major recreation centers * * * community centers * * * schools, parks, 
or other publicly owned buildings. 

Another well-known cultural activity of the District of Columbia 
Recreation Department, aside from the sponsorship of opera by the 
Washington Civic Opera Association, are the concerts at the Water- 
gate each summer in which we also participate. These music activi- 
ties are of a very high artistic order, and they provide, as the Congress 
wisely foresaw in establishing the Recreation Department, “creative 
opportunities for leisure-time participation” for literally thousands 
of Washingtonians. Despite all our efforts, and due to the lack of 
a proper theater such as the Belasco Theater, and entirely inadequate 
funds, the cultural estate of the Nation’s Capital continues to be very 
low. 

The New York Times, Time magazine, the Reporter magazine, and 
other national publications consider the Nation’s Capital to be a cul- 
tural backwater if not actually a hick town. In December 1959, for 
instance, the New York Times magazine carried an article provoca- 
tively titled “In Culture, Is Washington a Hick Town?” Here is 
what the famous music critic of the New York Times, Howard Taub- 
man, said in that article: 
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“How does Washington compare as a cultural center with other 
capitals? Let us agree not to judge the city by the criteria of London, 
Paris, and Moscow, which are their nation’s largest urban commu- 
nities. Let us even skip Rome, which is not Italy’s principal eco- 
nomic center but which offers the grandeur of antiquity and the renais- 
sance as well as opera house, ballets, theaters, orchestra, conservatory, 
and art in abundance.” 

So the New York Times ruled out at the very beginning all other 
world capital cities. Our National Capital wasn’t even in the run- 
ning. Then the New York Times added: 

Compare Washington with a small capital like Brussels, which has opera, 
ballet, orchestra, theaters and a highly cultivated population, and the outcome 
is to our discredit. Compare Washington with a provincial town like Tiflis, 
more than a thousand miles from Moscow. The Soviet city beyond the Cau- 
easus has an opera house, a ballet, four professional theaters, several children’s 
theaters, and a proud cultural tradition. 

We must ask ourselves the reasons for Washington’s poor showing 
in comparison with even smaller cities abroad as well as many cities 
in the United States. The New York Times sees part of the answer 
in the fact that Washington, D.C., is not an industrial center, has 
no big business, and not enough huge fortunes. But the major busi- 
ness here is the Federal Government which is also the City Council of 
Washington, D.C., and the President appoints the members of the 
Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia. Yet the Federal 
Government and the District of Columbia government together appro- 
priate only $16,000 a year for the performing arts in the Capital City 
of the richest nation in the world today. Since the Congress acts as 
city council for Washington, the citizens have no way to finance the 
arts as other cities do unless the Congress provides the money from 
Jocal taxes which the Congress controls. 

Senator Hubert H. Humphrey and Senator Wayne Morse, authors 
of two of the bills before this subcommittee today, have declared that 
the Congress cannot escape or evade its responsibility for the Nation’s 
Capital being a cultural backwater. Senator Humphrey, in a speech 
on the Senate floor on January 13, 1960, declared : 


Too little has been done to promote the arts in the Nation’s Capital. I was most 
interested in the study prepared last year by the Library of Congress for Rep- 
resentative Harris B. McDowell, of Delaware, which revealed that Washington’s 
budget has allotted for civic cultural events only $16,000—of which about $10,000 
helps to support the Watergate concerts. As compared with Washington, New 
York spends $2,600,000 ; Philadelphia, $824,000 ; and Baltimore, $448,000. 


Senator Wayne Morse, in a speech on the Senate floor on April 28 
this year declared that: 


The District of Columbia Recreation Department, established in 1942, receives 
about $2.7 million a year for its activities. Of this amount, only about $16,000 
is earmarked for the arts. 


If the historic buildings on Lafayette Square are saved, a long step 
will have been taken to end Washington’s rampant cultural starva- 
tion. 

Here is a unique opportunity for the Congress to prove up on its 
past legislative enactments to provide a National School of Arts (act 
of June 5, 1860, 12 Stat. 35) ; a National Conservatory of Music (act 
of March 3, 1891, 26 Stat. 1093) ; and an American National Theater 
and Academy (act of July 5, 1935, 49 Stat. 457) which can blaze a new 


ei oO 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS—1960 71 


trail in our Nation’s cultural development. Washington had 10 the- 
aters in the 1920’s; today, in the 1960’s, it has the National Theater and 
Arena Stage—the Shubert Theater having been torn down for a park- 
ing lot. 

ew York City has dozens of legitimate theaters, Carnegie Hall 
the New York City Center, the Metropolitan Opera House, and it will 
soon have the Lincoln Center of the Performing Arts toward which 
more than $67 million has already been raised with the help of the 
great foundations. 

Ever since Premier Khrushchev came to power, the Soviet Union 
has concentrated more and more upon the arts as a weapon to win 
friends and influence people around the world. Walter Lippmann 
and many other leading Americans are calling for a cultural awaken- 
ing to match or to outmatch the Soviet Union. 

As you well know, the Congress appropriates $8 billion annually for 
scientific research and development programs but the Congress 
eet nad considers subsidy for the arts to be in an entirely different 

ass than support for business and agriculture. 

One of America’s greatest poets, “Robert Frost, testifying recently 
before a well-publicized meeting of the Senate Committee on Labor 
and Public Welfare, said that what he wanted more than anything else 
“is an assurance from Washington that our Government is aware of 
the arts, aware of artists, writers, sculptors and all * * *. Everybody 
comes down here to get declared equal to somebody else and T want 
r0ets declared equal, to—What shall I say? Scientists? No, big 

usiness.’ 

I would like to underscore these stirring words by Congressman 
Frank Thompson, Jr., of New Jersey, cosponsor with Congressman 
Harris B. McDowell, Jr., of Delaware, of the legislation which this 
committee is considering today. These words are in the Congres- 
sional Record of April 26, 1960, page A3535 : 

The closer any historic building is to the White House the more imminent 
becomes its destruction. The old State, War, Navy Building, the Dolly Madison 
House, the Benjamin Tayloe House, the Belasco Theater are all within a block 
of the White House and all are marked for early destruction. 

In Philadelphia things are far different. There the Federal Government is 
spending during the years 1950-61 over $15 million to preserve historic buildings 
and has established Independence National Historical Park to assist in these 
worthy preservation endeavors. 

The administration is more interested in preserving the ancient treasures of 
the Nile Valley, than in preserving our own historic treasures right in the front 
yard of the White House. A new amendment to the Mutual Security Act will help 
save the Nile treasures—and they should be saved—which otherwise would soon 
be lost forever under the impounded waters of the Aswan Dam. The amendment 
will permit the U.S. Government to contribute up to one-third of the cost of the 
big international salvage program which is expected to cost as much as $90 
million in all. 

It is important to recall that the District of Columbia Auditorium 
Commission submitted its report to the President of the United States 
and the Congress on January 31, 1957, with this significant statement 
included : 


In Burope opera houses and music halls restored from war dumage have done 
much to boost the morale of recovering populations. For instance, 10 opera 
houses were built or rebuilt in Germany in the first 5 years after the war. In 
West Berlin a $4 million hall dedicated to freedom of speech is going up. And a 
$10 million building has recently rehoused the Vienna State Opera. A number 
of these buildings have been built with U.S. help. 
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Senator, I have spoken to you today as chairman of the Washington 
Civic Opera Association. If I may just take one more minute of your 
time, I would like to speak to you about my most important job: that 
is my three children. 

I and many, many other mothers like me would like nothing better 
than to subject our children to good music, good theater, and good art. 
Preserving and restoring the Belasco Theater would enable the Dis- 
trict Recreation Department to really conduct a comprehensive pro- 
gram of the arts, not only for adults but for children, too. 

I would like to give my children a rich cultural background. Pre- 
serving the Belasco Theater is a step in the right direction and can 
truly be a great thing. 

Now that the GSA has suggested an alternative position for the 
courts, everybody can be happy. Let’s get on with restoring the 
Belasco Theater. 

Thank you. 

Senator Ranpoten. Thank you, Mrs. Cooper Smith. 

The Washington Civic Symphony Orchestra, through its chairman, 
Dr. Frederick Fall. 

I understand Dr. Fall had to leave, and his statement will be re- 
ceived and included in the record at this point. 

(The statement of Dr. Fall referred to is as follows :) 


STATEMENT OF Dr. FrReEpERICK Fart, Musicat DrrecTOR, WASTHIINGTON CIVIC 
SYMPHONY ORCHESTRA, AND THE WASHINGTON CIVIC OPERA 


Mr. Chairman and members of this committee, my name is Frederick Fall, 
and I am musical director of the Washington Civic Symphony, and the Wash- 
ington Civic Opera. For 10 years, from 1949 to 1959, I was conductor of the 
symphony orchestra of the Department of Agriculture in Washington, D.C. 
Before this, I was music officer in the Austrian Occupation Zone. Earlier I was 
director of the Vienna Volksoper for several years. 

The Nation’s Capital is faced with a cultural crisis, It has less theaters 
by far today than it had 40 or 50 years ago. At a time when the Soviet Union 
is pushing a vast cultural offensive throughout the world the Nation’s Capital 
has but two theaters, and the U.S. theater is years behind several small Euro- 
pean states. 

The great newspapers and magazines of the United States openly call the 
Nation’s Capital a cultural backwater. This has added fuel to the campaign 
of the Soviet Union where paid propagandists call our citizens money-mad im- 
perialists and paint the Soviet Union as the cradle of culture. The New York 
Times compares Washington unfavorably with a small European capital like 
Brussels “which has opera, ballet, orchestra, theaters, and a highly cultivated 
population.” Even Tiflis, 1,000 miles from Moscow, has an opera house, a 
ballet, four professional theaters, several children’s theaters, and a proud cul- 
tural tradition, according to the New York Times. 

A few years ago Dorothy Thompson wrote from the Soviet Union in her 
widely syndicated column that “the poor Russkis—and they are poor—see more 
Shakespeare in any season than the New Yorkers do.’ Miss Thompson went 
on to express regret that the world’s richest nation “cannot afford financial sup- 
port for what from time immemorial has been a fundamental cultural institution.” 

The Nation’s Capital is faced with a situation comparable in some respects to 
that surrounding New York City’s Carnegie Hall. What is missing here is a 
Mayor Robert Wagner, and a Governor Rockefeller who led the fight there 
for saving Carnegie Hall. Joining them in their successful campaign were 
such well-known cultural leaders as Sol Hurok, Mrs. Franklin D. Roosevelt, Mrs. 
Marshall Field, Fritz Kreisler, Jascha Heifetz, Arthur Rubinstein, Marian An- 
derson, Leopold Stokowski, Leonard Bernstein, Van Cliburn, and many others. 

New York City and New York State governments were part of a creat crusade 
to save a great concert hall. At the same time we should bear in mind that 
New York City has dozens of legitimate theaters, the Metropolitan Opera House, 
the Brooklyn Academy of Music, the New York City Center and so on. 
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While this was going on in New York, the Federal Government was spending 
millions to preserve historic buildings in Philadelphia, and the Congress was 
moving to help save the treasures of the Nile which may ultimately cost the 
Federal Government as much as $30 million. 

The great buildings on Lafayette Square with their roots so deep in our 
Nation’s past can serve present and future generations in many ways which will 
enrich American life and add cubits to our country’s cultural development and 
educational advancement. 

This is important to keep in mind at this time when the cold war is absorbing 
so much of our attention. Progress should not exclude the saving of national 
treasures and historic buildings. A great building is a visible embodiment of 
our Nation’s history. The older cultures of Europe save and preserve their 
architectural monuments and American tourists spend $2 billion to visit them 
each year. More than 60 million tourists visit American historical sites and 
buildings each year, testifying to the tremendous and growing interest in our 
Nation’s history. _ 

Senator Ranpoten. Productions Associates, Washington, D.C., Mr. 
Guerdon Trueblood and Mr. Frank Janke, I believe, of the same 
organization. 


STATEMENT BY GUERDON TRUEBLOOD IN BEHALF OF PRODUCTION 
ASSOCIATES; ACCOMPANIED BY FRANK H. JANKE III 


Mr. Truerstoop. This is a statement of Production Associates by 
Guerdon Trueblood and Frank H. Janke ITI. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the subcommittee : 

We are grateful for this opportunity to express our views on the 
restoration of the Belasco Theater. 

For the past 3 months, we, as Production Associates, have been 
engaged in producing a play commercially here in Washington. This 
has put us in close contact with the physical plant situation in regard 
to the theaters of this city. 

Our first discovery was that there are no stages in Washington 
available to companies of small capitalization, such as ourselves. 
Those few existing stages that are open to a company of our economic 
size are unsuitable for genuine theatrical production because they are 
auditoriums, and auditoriums should never be confused with theaters. 

Those genuine stages, such as the National Theater and the Capitol 
Theater are understandably beyond our economic reach and thus for 
us, and roughly, the off-Broadway situation that we represent, they 
may as well not exist. 

To produce this play, we have had to construct a theater as well. 
The construction of this theater has met the opposition of newspaper 
apathy and the tremendous menace of encumbering building code 
regulations. 

We feel that we can safely say and easily prove, due to our own 
experience and preliminary search, that there are virtually no suitable 
stages to be found in Washington, not only for the legitimate stage 
situation but for all of the various segments of the performing arts. 

With this cursorily established, in regard to the Belasco, an already 
existing structure, it seems to us that the committee has only two 
choices : 

(1) To say that it is of no moment that there be stages in Wash- 
ington, and thus tear the building down. 

(2) To say that it is vital to the artistic growth of a community 
that provision be made for encouraging the performing arts. To 
agree to this, is to save the Belasco. 
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We do not feel that you, as representatives of the Government in 
this case, need be concerned with the question of competing with pri- 
vate enterprise in this area. You merely are compensating for a lack 
that is going to be in no way immediately compensated for by any 
outside interests. 

It should be pointed out that by restoring the Belasco Theater, you 
would not only by enhancing the overall cultural level of Washington, 
but you would be restoring something of historical value as well. 

Mr. Chairman, that is the end of my prepared statement. If I may 
make some further remarks, I have heard no one mention Belasco, 
himself, here today, who he was, what his tradition would be his- 
torically. 

He was a producer-playwright of tremendous scope, and he affected 
the American theater by advancing the cause of realism. There are 
many jokes in the theater about Belasco, in that if he had a play that 
took place in a grocery store, he would buy a grocery store and put it 
up on the set. 

He wrote a play which was called “The Girl of the Golden West” 
which was made into an opera by Puccini, and this, as far as I know, 
is one of the few operas in the fringe of the standard repertory that 
isabout America. This opera is performed in Italy in Italian and it is 
about the West, our West, and that play was written by Belasco. 

Also. a second noint. They spoke earlier of the Interior Depart- 
ment’s National Historical Act of 1925. It came to me that even this 
act, itself, is now history because it is now 35 years old. And it was 
penned before Belasco died. 

It seems to me, also, that value should not be determined, historical 
value should not be determined by age, but by the intrinsic value of 
what is being considered. For instance, the Smithsonian has airplanes 
that have a historical potential, and these airplanes are less than 10 
years old. 

With those terse informal remarks, I would like to end my statement. 
I thank you very much for listening to us, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Ranpoiru. Mr. Janke? 

Mr. Janxe. I was just going to emphasize what Mr. Trueblood has 
said in regard to Production Associates being a professional organ- 
ization, but we are only professional in regard to putting on a 
professional theater. Therefore, we feel, as Mr. Trueblood stated, that 
the Government would not be interfering with private enterprise. 

Senator Ranvorren. It is altogether proper that people in private 
industry and business appear when a subject matter of this type is 
being considered. It is a most appropriate action. 

Mr. Trurstoop. Thank you very much, sir. 

Mr. Janke. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Ranpoten. Mrs. Raymond Renaud. 


STATEMENT OF MRS. RAYMOND N. RENAUD, VICE PRESIDENT OF 
THE CHILDREN’S THEATER OF WASHINGTON 


Mrs. Renavup. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am 
Mrs. Raymond N, Renaud, vice president of the Children’s Theater 
of Washington and I am testifying on their behalf. 

The Children’s Theater of Washington is dedicated to bring to 
the children of Washington live theater through performances of 
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high standard, and to stimulate their interest and participation in the 
theater arts. 

One of our major problems is the lack of an adequate facility in 
which we may present our productions, and a facility that is cen- 
trally located and on or near public transportation. These needs 
would be adequately met in the Belasco Theater. 

The historic atmosphere, the proximity to the White House, together 
with adequate police protection, makes the Belasco Theater a safe 
and inspiring site for the presentation of all phases of the theater arts 
for the children of this great city. 

Washington has been compared with the provincial city of Tiflis 
in the Soviet Union by the New York Times. The December 27, 
1959, issue of the New York Times points out that Tiflis, deep in a 
»rovincial section of the U.S.S.R., has an opera, a ballet, four pro- 
fessional theaters and several children’s theaters. 

Here in the Capital City of the greatest nation in the world, our 
organization, the only volunteer idea theater group in the city, 
has not one theater in which to produce, with and for children, the 
kind of presentations which will inspire thousands of children to ap- 

reciate live theater. The Children’s Theater would like to have the 
elasco Theater in which to present the classics and other carefully 
selected plays, ballet, and musicals for the children of Washington. 

Almost every nation in the world provides their children with cul- 
tural opportunities, of which our organization dreams. 

The Children’s Theater of Washington presented six plays and 
repeated one for the southeast Washington children this past year 
under almost unbelievably difficult conditions. We presented a ballet, 
dance drama, and classic plays such as Alice in Wonderland, Goldi- 
locks and the Three Bears, and Snow White and the Seven Dwarfs. 
This last play gave 55 playground children from all sections of the 
city the opportunity to have a delightful cultural experience. 

n order to combat the kind of fare offered by TV which covers 
murder, suicide, and horror stories, our organization wants to substi- 
tute plays of high quality that will be presented at least once a week 
and preferably in the Belasco Theater. 

It seems absurd that the Federal Government is planning to destroy 
the Belasco Theater. The cost of starting from the ground up to 
replace a like structure would be so wack greater than the fairly 
— cost of refurbishing and reequipping the already existing 
theater. 

In closing, I want to assure you, Senator Randolph and members 
of the committee, that we of the Children’s Theater of Washington 
have every confidence that in your deliberations you will keep upper- 
most in your thoughts the tremendous benefit the Belasco Theater 
could bring to our city and to our Nation. 

Thank you for permitting me to express our views. 

Senator Ranpotrn. Mrs. Renaud, do you have children ? 

Mrs. Renavp. I have four daughters. 

Senator Ranpotpn. We now have the American Patent Law Asso- 
ciation, through its president, Roberts B. Larson. 

Mr. Larson. 
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STATEMENT OF ROBERTS B. LARSON ON BEHALF OF THE AMERICAN 
PATENT LAW ASSOCIATION 


Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I am Roberts B. Larson. I have been 
engaged in practice of patent law in this city for the past 30 years. 
I appear here today in my capacity as president-elect of the American 
Patent Law Association. 

This association is a national association, composed of more than 
2,200 lawyers from all over the United States who specialize in the 

ractice of patent, trademark, and copyright law. Our members 

andle a substantial portion of the patent appeals considered by the 
U.S. Court of Customs and Patent Appeals and of the patent causes 
before the U.S. Court of Claims. Because of this, we are vitally inter- 
ested in the housing and other facilities provided for the conduct of 
the work of these courts. They are of great importance in our judi- 
cial structure and should have housing and facilities consonant with 
their dignity and importance. 

For some years we have been aware of the woeful lack of suitable 
housing and work facilities for these courts. Now that plans are 
being considered to rectify this situation, this association is desirous 
of expressing its views to you and to recommend strongly that prompt 
action be taken to provide suitable housing and facilities for these 
courts. Ata recent meeting of our board of managers, through which 
our association acts, this matter was considered, and the views I here 
express represent the unanimous views of the board. 

We strongly urge the prompt construction of a suitable building 
to house both the U.S. Court of Customs and Patent Appeals and the 
U.S. Court of Claims. The need for more suitable quarters and facili- 
ties for both of these courts is apparent to any lawyer who practices 
before them. Others who are better qualified will no doubt provide 
details on this phase of the matter. 

There are many advantages to the courts, to the administrative 
staffs, to counsel who appear before the courts, and to the taxpayer, 
in having both courts housed in the same building. Not the least of 
these is the fact that one law library, including all pertinent patent law 
decisions and texts, will suffice for both courts. 

The patent lawyer who has causes before these courts usually has 
many causes pending in the Patent Office. The present locations of 
these two courts, being near the Patent Office, thus make it most con- 
venient for the lawyers and for the legal staff of the Patent Office. 

I was impressed by what Judge Jones said this morning as to the 
necessity of having his court near the various departments and agen- 
cies upon whom they call for evidence. 

Accordingly, it would appear advisable to locate the proposed new 
building for these courts in the general vicinity of the Patent Office. 
That, obviously, is a matter to be determined by experts in this field 
after consideration of many factors including those relating to the 
desirability of preserving antiquities or pseudo-antiquities. But surely 
from the standpoint of convenience of counsel, including the con- 
venience of the Patent Office legal staff, there is much to recommend 
a central location such as has been proposed. 

What is of most importance, however, is that these courts be pro- 


vided promptly with such up-to-date modern facilities as will assist: 
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them in every possible way in the important work which they are doing 
under our judicial system. 

Senator Ranvoien. Mr. Larson, approximately how many attor- 
neys are there in the classification for which you speak? 

Mr. Larson. There are some 2,200 patent lawyers of our associa- 
tion. 

Senator Ranpotew. Thank you. 

The District of Columbia Federation of Musicians, Local 161, 
through Mrs. Sylvia Altman. If she cares to file something with the 
subcommittee for the record, we will be delighted to have her do so. 

The National Planning Council, through its executive director, 
Maurice A. Gersing. 


STATEMENT OF MAURICE A. GERSING, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, 
NATIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL 


Mr. Gerstnc. Mr. Chairman, the National Planning Council, a 
private technical group dedicated toward the preparation and fulfill- 
ment of programs, to push forward further deckenanen of the cul- 
tural arts in conjunction with other organizations interested in the 
same, and who wish to expand it in such a way as to create a picture 
window showing the entire world that our free enterprise system in 
addition to providing a more abundant life with complete human free- 
dom, also is interested in fostering the enjoyment of a fuller life 
through the pleasures of the cultural arts. 

We appear at this hearing to plead that we retain the use of these 
buildings in historic Lafayette went for reasons additional to the 
ones being presented by other organizations. We need them to round 
out our plan and program, whereby the fullest exposure to the cultural 
arts of children, our youth, and adults makes for lessening the financial 
load put on our economy by delinquency in all its phases. Prevention 
costs less than cure. 

The cost of the program will not come out of the Treasury of the 
Government or added on to the burdens of the surrounding communi- 
ties, or for additional taxation. The economic phase of our program 
will instead assist the Government to reduce its budget, and will also 
become one of the most effective tools in our fight against inflation. 
Under our plan and program for the first time in this country, we 
will be able to provide expanding employment to take in the Ap- 
palachian area, in the only sane and sensible way, by the use of por- 
tions of the great creative wealth from the expanding economy and 
exploding population, directed in such a way as to create the greatest 
amount of good. 

In addition to these things, we can provide better housing in all 
categories, through new approaches without subsidies for low-income 
groups and the aged, better hospital and medical care with provision 
to supply all the requirements oh our senior citizens, better scuels and 


education to provide our offspring with the best tools to give them the 
Pp Pp 5, £ 


unlimited opportunities to live better lives and help create a still 
greater America, that will become one of the greatest factors in 
demonstrating the tremendous vitality of our system of free enter- 
prise and human freedom. 
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By permitting us to retain and use these historic buildings in 
Lafayette Square in furtherance of our program, without a financial 
burden to the Government and the District of Columbia, we can also 
help create one of the greatest vehicles to successfully move forward 
the creation of the cultural center and its ultimate success. 

By permitting us to retain and use these buildings we will demon- 
strate the formulation of a plan and program that will be so effective, 
in its economic and cultural portent, as to become one of the great mile- 
stones of the history of our country. 

It may become the most effective tool in our fight for economic sur- 
vival. It may not appear so, at this moment, while it is innocently 
making its appeal before your honorable committee. Upon its adop- 
tion you will come to realize its sane and conservative approach in the 
development of the next phase of our expanding economy, and you 
therefore will be in favor of retaining these historic buildings for use, 
under our program, and the programs of the fine organizations who 
appear here today in support of a movement so grand and worthy. 

Senator Ranpoten. We thank you for your testimony. Creative, 
resourceful thought, provocative as it is, will be helpful to the sub- 
committee. 

Mr. Gerstna. I thank you. 

Senator Ranpotren. The Opera Society of Washington. The society 
associated with the Advisory Council of the National Cultural Center, 
through its honorary chairman, Mrs. James H. Douglas, is to be heard. 

Mrs. Douglas. 


STATEMENT OF MRS. CONSTANCE MELLEN, VICE PRESIDENT AND 
ASSISTANT MANAGER, OPERA SOCIETY OF WASHINGTON 


Mrs. Metien. Mr. Chairman, I am Constance Mellen, and Mrs. 
Douglas, who is ill, asked me to read this for her. I am vice president 
and assistant manager of the Opera Society of Washington. I am 
reading this statement for Mrs. James H. Douglas, who is honorary 
chairman of the board of the Opera Society. 


Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Advisory Committee of the Cultural Center 
and, as honorary chairman of the board of the Opera Society of Washington, 
I would like to go on record as endorsing bills S. 3279, 3280, 3240, and urging 
your support of them. 

Washington has been described by other cities as a “hick town” as far as 
cultural activities are concerned. It is said that the business of government 
and politics leaves no room for the arts. I submit that this is not the case. 

Since coming to live in Washington in 1938, I have watched the National Sym- 
phony Orchestra grow from a second-rate orchestra to a place of eminence among 
the top orchestras in the country, under the able leadership of its conductor, 
Howard Mitchell. 

The Arena Theater, in a much shorter time, has moved from a movie house 
to a brewery, and is now in the enviable position of having raised enough money 
to build its own theater in the southwestern part of the city. 

The Institute of Contemporary Arts has done a great deal to promote the 
growth of the arts, in literature, music, and painting. It recently held a sym- 
posium on “The State of Modern Art in the World Today,” with such a well- 
known authority as Sir Herbert Read as one of the speakers. 

The Washington Ballet Guild, started the same year as the Opera Society, 
has made a real place for itself in the cultural life of the city. One of its 
premiere danseuses, a Washington girl, Mimi Paul, aged 17, recently tied for 
first place in a contest sponsored by the National Society of Arts and Letters, 
against contestants from 11 other areas. Last summer, she won a scholarship 
for a year of study with the Royal Ballet, in London. 
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Since the formation of the Opera Society, in 1956, as a nonprofit corporation, 
in four seasons the company has produced 12 operas, and won national acclaim 
for its high standards of musical excellence. Its musical director, Paul Callaway, 
is known throughout the country as one of the musical geniuses of our time. 

Last winter, we regretfully turned away hundreds of people as our per- 
formances were sold out. 

As an outgrowth of the activity of the Opera Society, the New York City 
Onera, under a grant from the Ford Foundation, appeared under our sponsorship 
last winter for the performance of three American operas; and Catholic Uni- 
versity has started an opera workshop as a regular part of their music depart- 
ment. 

Where do the Ballet Guild and the Opera Society give their performances? 
In a non-air-conditioned auditorium, rented for a very high price, with totally 
inadequate facilities, for the performance of either ballet or opera. 

Two years ago, when the Metropolitan Opera was in Washington, I asked 
one of their stage directors how this city compared to others for a place to per- 
form opera. He said, and I quote, “It is only the second worst in the country.” 
The Metropolitan Opera Co. has given up coming to Washington for that very 
reason. 

We have great hopes for the cultural center, but we also have to be realistic. 
Until the center is built, we need a pilot plant to show that the Capital can 
make a real contribution to the cultural life of the Nation. 

At the time of Lincoln’s assassination, the Ford Theater was one of four 
legitimate theaters playing to a population of 100,000 people. Today, there 
is only one legitimate theater in a city of 1 million, and 414 million visitors 
annually. 

Since World War II, Germany, alone, has built, or rebulit, 10 opera houses, 
materially helped by grants from the United States through foreign aid. We 
point with pride to the Vienna State Opera House as one of the finest in the 
world, and to the fact that we had a share in rebuilding it, yet Washington 
can boast of no opera house of its own. 

It would seem to me, while we work for the building of the cultural center, that 
it makes good sense to have a proving ground for the performing arts. 

There is just as much to be learned about home management in an 8-room 
house as there is in a 28-room house. The experiment for the performing arts on 
a small scale may save the cultural center many headaches and millions of 
dollars. 

Gentleman, I urge you to consider carefully the passage of all three bills now 
before you, so that the Belasco Theater may be rebuilt, and regain her original 
name of the Lafayette Square Opera House, and that Washington may roll 


out the red carpet, not only to visiting companies, but to her own cultural children 
as well. 


Thank you. 


Senator Ranpotrn. We are grateful for your statement in behalf 
of Mrs. Douglas. 

The Society of Natives of the District of Columbia and Official 
Colonial Historical Society join in testimony through the president 
of the Society of Natives, Col. John V. Hinkel. 

Colonel Hinkel. 


STATEMENT OF COL. JOHN V. HINKEL, PRESIDENT, SOCIETY OF 
NATIVES OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, AND ALSO IN BEHALF 
OF THE OFFICIAL COLONIAL HISTORICAL SOCIETY 


Colonel Hinxex. My name is John V. Hinkel. I reside at 5341 29th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. I have the honor to represent the 
Columbia Historical Society, of which I am chairman of public rela- 
tions, and the Society of Natives of the District of Columbia, of which 


I am president. Both societies are members of the Citizens Com- 
mittee To Save Lafayette Square. 
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The Columbia Historical Society was organized in 1895 for the 
purpose of collecting, preserving, and diffusing knowledge respecting 
the history, biography, geography, and topography of the District 
of Columbia. Its membership is alee of persons interested in 
furthering these objectives—as a matter of fact, nearly 1,000 persons 
in the city of Washington. 

Founded in 1922, the Society of Natives has for its principal ob- 
jective the preservation of the history, traditions and contributions of 
Waikiaaten. D.C., to the Nation and world. Membership in the 
society is limited to persons who were born in the District of Columbia. 

I have been authorized by both societies to put them on record as 
fully endorsing efforts by the Citizens Committee To Save Lafayette 
Square to preserve and maintain the Dolly Madison House, the 
Benjamin Tayloe House, and the Belasco Theater for historical, 
cultural, and civic purposes. 

We respectfully suggest to the Congress, through this committee, 
that the Dolly Madison House and the Benjamin Tayloe House could 
be converted into the Washington City Museum, thereby preserving 
the buildings for a useful purpose and enriching the historical, edu- 
cational, and cultural life of the Nation’s Capital City. 

The Washington City Museum would be for the historical and 
patriotic education of residents of the Washington area, and also of 
the several million Americans, especially the 500,000 school children, 
who annually visit the District. It would, in addition, be an impor- 
tant source of historical information for educators, historians, and 
United States or District Government officials and the thousands of 
foreign nationals who serve their own governments or who visit 
Washington. 

There is nothing resembling such a museum in existence today, nor 
has careful research located any existing plans for such an institution. 

The Washington City Museum, in short, would tell the story of the 
Nation’s Capital City in its national setting, and also tell its story 
in terms of its local development from 1800. This could be done by 
exhibits of prints, photographs, documents, artifacts, and other visual 
evidence of the evolution of the Washington, D.C. area from 1634, 
when Maryland was first settled, to the present. 

Think how educational and inspiring this could be to all Americans 
visiting the museum—to learn the richly colorful, romantic and glori- 
ous history of their national capital—of the great Americans who 
have lived and served here, of the tremendously significant historical 
events that have transpired here, and how the Washington of today 
has been developed by nearly six generations of their fellow citizens 
from a wilderness to a magnificent metropolis. 

The two societies I have the honor to represent also suggest that 
an incalculable amount of suitable material for the Washington City 
Museum is readily available in many areas of the city. 

For instance, the Columbia Historical Society is prepared to con- 
sider the possibility ef making available on loan or as a gift a sub- 
stantial part of its s:perb and priceless collection of Washingtonia 
now in its archives. Most of this material is in storage at the society’s 
headquarters, the Christian Heurich Memorial Mansion, 1307 New 
Hampshire Avenue NW., Washington, D.C., because the society has 
no means, physical and financial, to properly exhibit it. 


ie Se i 
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Then there is the splendid, unique, and, likewise, priceless collection 
of Washingtonia owned by Mr. Leo M. Bernstein, who has been gen- 
erous in his support of measures to make the history of his home city 
better known, ioe expressed interest in the possibility of lending or 
donating historical items from his large collection to the proposed 
museum. 

‘There are other collectors of Washingtonia who also would be in- 
terested in contributing to the museum, and who would undoubtedly 
lend their enthusiastic cooperation to its operation and maintenance. 
In addition, it is reasonable to assume that many other invaluable 
contributions to the proposed museum could be made by the District 
of Columbia government and by various U.S. Government agencies 
concerned with the city. 

We have been assured by responsible officials of the Metropolitan 
Washington Board of Trade and the Greater National Capital Com- 
mittee that both organizations would endorse the Washington City 
Museum, and fully cooperate in its establishment and maintenance. 
Both appreciate what a tremendous asset to the city and what a splen- 
did tourist attraction this museum would be. 

The Washington City Museum also could be used by educational, 
civic, art, historical, and other groups for meetings, shorts, exhibitions, 
and other educational purposes. 

We would like to recommend that the museum be administered by 
the National Capital Parks, if possible, and financed by charging a 
small admission, possibly 10 cents for visitors over 12, in much the 
same manner as the Ford’s Theater Museum here. 

In view of the above considerations, the Columbia Historical Society 
and the Society of Natives of the District of Columbia respectfully 
petition the Senate Public Works Committee to recommend passage 
of Senate bills S. 3280 and S. 3403 to preserve and maintain the Dolly 
Madison House, the Benjamin Tayloe House, and the Belasco Theater 
on Lafayette Square in the District of Columbia for historical, cul- 
tural, and civic purposes. 

Thank you for the privilege of appearing before this committee. 

If you will give me 1 more minute, Mr. William EK. Priest, the 
executive vice president of the Metropolitan Washington Board of 
Trade, of which I am a member 

Senator Ranpotrn. Was he present earlier today ? 

Colonel H1nxen. Yes, sir; and he had to leave because of the press 
of official business, and he asked me to read this brief statement to 
the committee, if you will permti me to do that, sir. 

This was recommended by a community planning committee of 
the Metropolitan Washington Board of Trade. The subject was 
Senate bill S. 3229, and the recommendation of this community 
planning committee was to recommend to the board of directors of the 
Metropolitan Board of Trade that the board should support this 
bill to preserve the above-mentioned buildings solely for the his- 
torical value, and to retain the present appearance of Lafayette Square. 

This was approved by the board of directors of the Metropolitan 
Washington Board of Trade on April 1, 1960. Thank you very much, 
sir. 

Senator Ranpotrn. Thank you, Mr. Hinkel, for your presentation 
and for the accompanying material which will be helpful. 
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The Institute of Contemporary Art, through Robert Richman. 

We will include his statement. 

(The statement referred to, by Robert Richman, appears on p. 89.) 

Senator Ranpo.en. The District of Columbia Federation of Citi- 
zens Association, Mrs. Franklin G. Sartwell. 


STATEMENT OF MRS. FRANKLIN G. SARTWELL ON BEHALF OF THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA FEDERATION OF CITIZENS ASSOCIA- 
TIONS 


Mrs. Sarrwe.y. Senator Randolph, I am Mrs. Franklin G. Sart- 
well, chairman of the Public Celebrations Committee of the District 
Federation of Citizens Associations, and I appear here today to second 
the statements of my colleagues on the Save Lafayette Square Com- 
mittee. 

The federation, composed of delegates from more than 50 local 
citizens associations, adopted a resolution at its last regular meeting, 
on May 12, stating that it would do all in its power to aid in the effort 
to save Lafayette Square. 

As a native of Washington I am very aware of the great drop in the 
number of theaters here since the days of my childhood when, if ft 
could raise the money, I could attend the theater every night without 
seeing any show twice. There were at least six legitimate theaters, 
three vaudeville houses, and an unknown number of burlesque houses. 
I don’t know how many burlesque houses there were because I never 
went to them. 

All the legitimate theaters, two vaudeville houses, and all burlesque 
theaters have since been torn down, with the exception of the Na- 
tional and the Belasco. 

It seems obvious that we need at least one theater, in addition to 
the National in the downtown area. Even if the National Cultural 
Center were built and in operation today. I am not aware if the com- 
mittee of businessmen lately formed to restore the downtown business 
area is represented here today, but it would seem as if they should 
be very interested in the proposal to restore the Belasco as a home for 
the performing arts as another means of attracting people into down- 
town Washington on Saturdays at least. 

At the recent formative meeting of the Committee to Preserve 
Lafayette Square the head of the District of Columbia Recreation 
Department, which now operates the Belasco as a USO, advised us 
that it would not be impossible to restore the building as a theater. 

As to the other buildings in question, others here have advanced 
what seem excellent ideas for their use. However, in general, I should 
like to point out that the Federation of Citizens Associations is on 
record as being opposed to the continued demolition of those historic, 
gracious, and pleasant buildings which give Washington its character 
as the capital of a republic now in its 184th year. 

For myself, as a survivor of the southwest redevelopment project, 
I can say that. when my father came to Washington at the close of the 
Civil War, the city was, to put it mildly, pretty messy in many 
respects, simply because it takes time to build atown. We have many 
pictures of the period in our family showing seas of mud surrounding 
many of the existing Government buildings. 
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Mr. Chairman, this, of course, is the situation now in southwest, 
and I think that Mr. Floete’s idea of putting these courthouses or 
this courthouse in that area is a very, very wonderful one and certainly 
should be pursued immediately. 

They have the ground. They don’t have to go through any of those 

roblems, if they could just get the permission of this committee. 

am sure that they could get to work immediately, building that 
courthouse, which is so badly needed. They probably could do it 
much faster than they could tear down Lafayette Square and start 
building there. 

It has been 3 years now, it was January 11, 1957, when the Rede- 
velopment Land Agency took over a five-block area in the southwest 
for the purpose of building these Government buildings, and the 
people who live there and had lived there all of their lives were thrown 
out, told that they must move within 90 days, in order that these build- 
ings could be torn down immediately, because Government buildings 
were going to be put up. 

This was 3 years ago, Mr. Chairman. 

Nowadays, we are so busy tearing down everything our predecessors 
struggled against such odds to create here, in order to erect monolithic 
piles as monuments to progress that the city is rapidly losing the 
character and patina that only years of public-spirited interest can 
create. 

Half-baked and ill-conceived planning directed by special interests 
has already done to Washington what the blitz could not do to 
London. 

The Federation of Citizens Associations is happy to have the op- 
portunity to rally to the defense of at least one of our historic sites 
and charming squares before it, too, is destroyed to make way for a 
faceless monolith, and we implore this committee to keep Lafayette 
Square as it is and to plan for the restoration of the Belasco and 
other buildings now being actively threatened. 

Thank you. 

Senator Ranpoteu. Thank you, Mrs. Sartwell, for coming before 
the subcommittee. 

We will return to Mrs. Sylvia Altman, who is present now. 


STATEMENT OF SYLVIA ALTMAN, IN BEHALF OF THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA FEDERATION OF MUSICIANS 


Mrs. Atrman. Gentlemen of the subcommittee, my apologies for 
being detained. I telephoned in to your staff. I am happy to have 
this chance now to speak to you. 

The District of Columbia Federation of Musicians, which I am 
pleased to represent at this hearing, is the trade union of professional 
musicians in the National Capital area, affiliated with the American 
Federation of Musicians, AFL-CIO. 

The Musicians Union, Local No. 161, heartily and emphatically 
endorses the effort to save and restore the Belasco Theater. We agree 
in _—— with any legislative measure incorporating this concept 
and providing for retention of the Belasco in part as a potential site 
for some aspect of the performing arts. 
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The Belasco, because of its location in the east side of Lafayette 
Square, the historic White House park, has unique value as a cultural 
landmark. 

Originally known as the Lafayette Square Opera House, it is 
demonstrable, tangible evidence of America’s traditional participa- 
tion and interest in the performing arts, and it is a symbolic refutation 
of the oft-heard false accusation that ours is an entirely materialistic 
society. 

We believe that it is important to retain the Belasco to show that the 
American way does indeed also prize other values and esteems tradi- 
tion and the symbols of our historic past. 

Equally important from our point of view is the potential useful- 
ness of a restored Belasco Theater as a center for the performing arts. 

Here in the Nation’s Capital, as is well known, there is a critical 
shortage of adequate housing for cultural presentations of all types. 

“ven though the National Cultural Center may some day fill a great 
portion of this gap, this large-scale project is far in the future. More- 
over, the needs of our expanding community for performance space for 
the living arts suggest that it would be most short-sighted to destroy 
any of the all-too-limited current facilities which might be recondi- 
tioned and made usable. 

In this category, in our view, the Belasco certainly belongs. 

We would hope that just as Carnegie Hall in New York City was 
saved from destruction by the alert and aroused community, as much 
for its historic and traditional stature as for its continuing useful- 
ness as an auditorium, so, too, may residents of the National Capital 
area in thus banding together through the citizens committee and 
speaking here today receive the sympathetic ear of governmental 
authorities and find a means to save the Belasco. 

The Musicians Union pleads particularly for reinforcing the all- 
too-few avenues by which living performances may be presented to 
live audiences. 

The advancement in technology from the artist’s point of view 
has resulted in an undesirable and even dangerous concentration of 
the creative centers in just a few communities. Radio and TV and 
motion pictures and recordings, for all their advantages in making 
available to large numbers entertainment on a vast scale, have also 
meant restriction of performing opportunities to a handful and a 
grave threat to development of the arts through experimentation by 
creative talent. 

There is urgent need for extending opportunities for living com- 
munication between performing arts and the immediately present 
audience. There is equally urgent need for providing expression for 
experimental new voices and talent. among writers, composers, and 
directors who would enrich our entire Nation. 

The Belasco, which according to representatives of the District: of 
Columbia Recreation Department, can be restored to usefulness for a 
relatively modest sum, would make an excellent. additional facility 
for musical and theatrical performances of all types. In our view 
this potential program of usefulness makes it most desirable to pre- 
serve and restore the Belasco. We strongly favor this addition to the 
cultural facilities of the National Capital. 

And parenthetically may we add that even when the cultural 
center is ultimately a reality, the small scale Belasco could not in any 
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sense be considered competitive. It would be a supplementary aid 
and a most. helpful instrument in the developing cultural life of our 
town, contributing in a practical way to the maturity of our demo- 
cratic society and way of life. 

I am authorized as a delegate to the Greater Washington Central 
Labor Council to say that this organization, representing more than 
200,000 members of organized labor, concurs in the position of the 
Musicians Union and supports action to retain the Belasco Theater. 

Senator Ranpoten. Thank you very much. 

Francis C. Brown, practicing attorney, will be heard at this time. 


STATEMENT OF FRANCIS C. BROWN, ATTORNEY 


Mr. Brown. Mr. Chairman, my name is Francis C. Brown. I have 
been engaged in the practice of law in the District of Columbia for 
the last 15 years. My particular field of specialty is patent, trade- 
mark, and copyright law. 

I havea considerable practice before the U.S. Court of Customs.and 
Patent Appeals. Therefore, the subject matter of the hearings of 
this subcommittee is of considerable interest and concern to me as a 

rivate practitioner, and I speak in that capacity, although I have 

en an officer of several national legal organizations, and I have 
just recently completed a term as chairman of the Patent, Trademark, 
and Copyright Law Section of the District of Columbia Bar Asso- 
ciation. 

I speak in opposition to the three Senate bills that are before this 
committee. I also speak in opposition to the newly presented alterna- 
tive proposal which General Floete has presented this morning, and 
speak in favor of the original plan which was agreed upon between 
the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, the Court of Claims, and 
the General Services Administration; namely, the site on the east 
side of Lafayette Square. 

I believe that I have a deep and sincere interest in the cultural 
activity of the District of Columbia in view of the fact that my family 
is being raised in this metropolitan area. 

I have five children; three of them at least are taking lessons on 
musical instruments, and I, myself, have done a certain amount of 
singing in choral groups and that sort of thing. So I don’t think 
you can say I am prejudiced against the arts. 

To the contrary, part of my practice being in the copyright field, 
I would say that I would be going against my own interests, if you 
please, by going contrary to the performing arts. It is only through 
the performing arts that the copyright laws have their best renditions. 

I would speak not from the emotional standpoint, but from the 
practical standpoint, and I believe from the standpoint of the average 
person who has need for access to the courts involved in this hearing. 

It will be judicially noted by this committee, I am sure, that the 
greatest expansion of commercial office space in the District of Colum- 
bia is taking place generally in the area west of 15th Street NW., 
and north of Pensylvania Avenue NW. 

There are several new office buildings being completed in that area. 
Several have been completed in the last few years and still more are 
planned. Among the buildings planned in that area and on which 
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construction is already beginning is the Federal Bar Building, which 
will house, it is hoped, a large percentage of lawyers. It is also 
intended to house a oe library and center, which will be national in 
scope and character. 

ow, orienting the building of the Federal Bar Association which 
will be at 18th and H Streets NW., with respect to the proposed site of 
the Court of Claims and Court of Customs and Patent Appeals Build- 
ing, on the east side of Lafayette Square, I believe it will be evident 
to the subcommittee that from the standpoint of efficiency of operation, 
not only of the courts, themselves, as you have heard today, but from 
the standpoint of practitioners who must daily appear before those 
courts, it would be of considerable hardship on the part of the practi- 
tioners and their clients for them to have to go all the way over to 
Capitol Hill and beyond in order to make their appearances before the 
courts and transact their business. 

Again, may I turn back to this matter of the cultural development 
of the District of Columbia, looking at it from the practical standpoint 
of bricks and mortar. I don’t think we will find any greater cultural 
center in the District of Columbia than exists on Capitol Hill. The 
Congress itself, of course; I have mentioned further the Library of 
Congress, which has the greatest collection in the world, I believe, of 
published works. We have the Shakespeare Library. We also have 
the Supreme Court. It would seem only fitting and proper that if 
any space is to be made available on the Capitol Hill area east of the 
Supreme Court, perhaps there should be a redevelopment and consti- 
tution of a new cultural center east of the Supreme Court Building. 

If it is a matter of bringing the cultural activities physically close 
together, it seems to me as though the cultural activity belongs closer 
to things like the Shakespeare Library, the Library of Congress, and 
things of that order, than they do in a strictly commercial area, not- 
withstanding the fact that the White House happens to find itself 
right in the middle of a commercial area now. 

I was a little surprised to hear about this proposal to try and 
crowd the three courts into one building. It seems to me—I speak 
not of the Tax Court in my discussion because that is a different group 
of practitioners who appear before the Tax Court. I understand that 
it is largely certified public accountants who appear before that court, 
and they are doing a very creditable job, and they have to have proper 
facilities just as the lawyers appearing before the Court of Claims 
and the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals. 

I believe that the emotional arguments which have been made today 
-can be discounted to a great extent. For example, there was no hue 
and cry when the Hay and Adams houses were torn down to make way 
for a hotel. I daresay that one of the most beautiful buildings in the 
northwest area is the U.S. Chamber of Commerce Building. 

Even the CIO-AFT has put up a beautiful edifice next to St. John’s 
Church. IT daresay that almost anything that would be constructive 
on the east side of Lafayette Square would be an improvement over 
the appearance of that side of the square today from the esthetic 
point, and, again, T am not completely bereft of emotion and desire to 
maintain historical landmarks. 

I believe they should be preserved, but not to the extent that a 
minute matter should be preserved to block the necessities of an im- 
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portant arm of the Federal Government. The theater referred to as 
the Belasco Theater, one witness very properly pointed out that it 
was originally called the Lafayette Square Opera House. 

I hope the committee won’t think that there is any cultural connec- 
tion between this theater and the famed playwright Belasco, except 
inname. There is another Belasco Theater in New York, and I imag- 
ine there is a Belasco Theater in many other cities. So don’t let the 
name be persuasive. 

As far as the passage of the opera house is concerned, the Metro- 
politan, itself, one of the greatest, has given way to new construction 
in New York, and it will be far better off in its new location when 
on are finally settled. Therefore, I would summarize the points in 
this way: 

F hele of all, all of the groundwork has been done. All of the 
plans have been made and all of the details have been completed for 
the construction of an adequate court to house the Court of Claims 
and the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, and construction can 
begin without delay. 

The use of the Belasco Theater as the pilot plant, as it was called, 
or as a stopgap measure, would only delay the ultimate day when this 
committee will have not one group but, as the committee has seen 
today, several groups fighting for the possession of and the right to 
use the Belasco Theater if it should happen to be restored. 

Above all, it would not be adequate for the purposes for which these 
very groups argue they need a cultural center and a theater. 

I call the committee’s attention to theaters such as the Royal Festival 
Hall in London. There is a structure which is a credit to the British. 
We should have something that is at least as elegant and as satisfac- 
tory as Royal Festival Hall in Washington. 

It can’t be turned into, by rehabilitation of the Belasco Theater, 
Washington will not have such a hall. I recall the city in which I 
was born, Cleveland, Ohio. It has a beautiful opera hall, Severance 
Nall, which was made possible through the benefactions of Mr. Sever- 
ance, built specially for the performance of symphonic concerts and 
operas. It is supposed to be the most perfect acoustically of any 
auditorium in the world. 

That is what we want in the District of Columbia and now I am 
speaking as a lawyer who pays taxes in the District of Columbia to the 
Federal Government, and I certainly would like to support anything 
like that, that could be built. But the matter before the committee 
today, I again repeat, I strongly endorse on behalf of those who have 
business before these courts the adoption of the first alternative posed 
by the General Services Administration for the construction of the 
court to house the Court of Claims and the Court of Customs and 
Patent Appeals on the east side of Lafayette Square. 

If there are any questions, I will be glad to answer them. 

Senator Rannotrn. Thank you for appearing before the subcom- 
mittee. 

T believe there is clarification which is requested by Judge Withey. 
Judge Withey, if you will come to the stand, we shall be happy to have 
the information. 
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STATEMENT OF GRAYDON WITHEY, JUDGE, U.S. TAX COURT 


Judge Wrirney. I am here as a substitute for Judge Turner who 
appeared earlier and gave his testimony, inasmuch as he had to return 
to the court to attend a conference. My name is Graydon Withey, 
Judge Withey of the tax court. 

Mr. Brown, who just finished his testimony here, I think from lack 
of information, has left an impression with the court concerning the 
tax court, left an impression with the committee—pardon me—which 
I think needs clarification. 

I would not feel it proper to leave the impression before this com- 
mittee that, as Mr. Brown stated was his belief, largely, certified pub- 
lic accountants are the only practitioners before the tax court. 

If the statement were in the reverse, it would be true. Largely, 
certified public accountants do not appear before the tax court. There 
is appearing before us as wide and varied a representation from the 
bar of the United States as before any court in this land. 

Thank you. 

Senator Ranpotrn. Mr. Brown, you may make such corrections as 
you feel are necessary for the record. 

The American Art League, Inc., through Francis C. Peters, its presi- 
dent, has a statement which is to be placed in the record. 

(The statement of Mr. Francis C. Peters referred to is as follows :) 

AMERICAN ArT LEAGUE, INC., 


Washington, D.C., May 23, 1960. 
SENATE PusLIC WoRKS COMMITTEE. 


GENTLEMEN: Mr. Chairman, members of the Public Works Committee, those 


interested in the preservation of the Dolly Madison House, the Tayloe House, 
and the old Belasco Theater, the American Art League, Inc., feels strongly that 
these buildings on the eastern periphery of Lafayette Square should be saved 
and utilized with the advancement of cultural arts in the Nation’s Capital. The 
league is sympathetic with progress in any form and inasmuch as the president 
is in the real estate business, he would be the last to stay the hand of progress, 
particularly if there existed a shortage of locations or sites for the proposed 
court buildings. However, there is no such shortage and there are many sites 
that lend themselves more readily to the cohesive future development of these 
court buildings. 

The most compelling reason for the retention and preservation of the Dolly 
Madison House, the Tayloe House, and the Belasco Theater is that they fill a 
definite need in providing facilities so woefully lacking for the cultural arts im 
the Nation’s Capital. 

The ambitious plan of a new cultural center, for instance, does not provide 
for any art gallery or exhibition facilities and the existing galleries’ policies do 
not permit enough of the kind of exhibitions that the Nation’s Capital should 
have in order to further the artistic efforts of the prominent painters of the 
United States. These facilities are easily provided for and with a minimum 
amount of expense for renovation, to this cultural use. 


We strongly urge the committee to prevent the destruction of the houses in 
question. 


Sincerely yours, 
AMERICAN ArT LEAGUE, INC., 
Francis ©. Peters, President. 
Senator RanpotpH. The subcommittee has received communications 
in the form of telegrams, letters, and resolutions, and they will be 
made a part of the official record of this hearing. 
(The documents referred to are as follows :) 
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INSTITUTE OF CONTEMPORARY ARTS, 
Washington, D.C., May 28, 1960. 
Hon. JENNINGS RANDOLPH, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, Committee on Pub- 
lic Works, New Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C. 


Dear SENATOR RANDOLPH: To protect the future of the city plan of Wash- 
ington for the vital area of the White House and its environs, Lafayette 
Square must be preserved in its historic sense as it now stands, primarily be- 
cause all of the buildings lining Lafayette Park have been built with a scale 
and with an arrangement which dramatizes and complements the White House. 
For this major architectural and esthetic reason, the Institute of Contemporary 
Arts strongly supports saving Lafayette Square and emphasizes the argu- 
ment of the National Trust for Historic Preservation in strongly urging the 
preservation of the buildings surrounding Lafayette Square. 

Moreover, for the practical reasons envisaged in the future use of the build- 
ings, notably the Lafayette Square Opera House (the Belasco Theater), the 
Institute of Conteniporary Arts further supports the bills to save the buildings 
lining Lafayette Square and joins the arguments presented by the Opera Society 
of Washington in strongly supporting all legislation for preserving and re- 
storing the opera house and all other buildings lining Lafayette Square. We 
strongiy urge the Subcommittee on Public Buildings and Grounds to report 
these bills favorably out of committee to the U.S. Senate. 

Yours respectfully, 
Rosert RicuMan, President. 


Capitol. HILL RESTORATION Socrery, 
Washington, D.C., May 28, 1960. 


Hon. DENNIS CHAVEz, 
Chairman, Senate Public Works Subcommittee, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 


My Dear SENATOR CHAVEZ: This is in connection with the statement of the 
Capitol Hill Restoration Society on S. 3279 and similar bills to preserve the 


Dolly Madison House and other historical buildings near the White House for 
cultural and educational purposes. 

I attenued the morning hearings conducted by your subcommittee and was 
scheduled to testify on the views of the Capitol Hill Restoration Society with 
respect to this legislation. However, when the hearings extended over to an 
afternoon session, I found that prior commitments made it impossible for me 
to appear and to offer testimony in furtherance of the society’s statement and 
to answer certain other testimony which had been made during the morning 
session. I have been assured by the clerk of the committee that the 25 copies of 
the society’s statement which I have submitted will be made a part of the 
hearing record. I also hope it is possible that the following comments will 
receive the consideration of your subcommittee and, if possible, be incorpo- 
rated and made a part of the hearing record on this proposed legislation. 

In our statement to the subcommittee we indicate society support of favor- 
able action on 8S. 3279. This bill, we feel, will preserve historic landmarks in 
our Capital City which give purpose and flavor to restoration areas such as 
Capitol Hill, Foggy Bottom, and Georgetown. Our statement also indicates 
that the society speaks for several hundred Hill residents and businessmen who 
can look only to your subcommittee for some voice on how their city is to be 
improved and developed. I am sure you are aware that Hill residents are 
constantly threatened with Capital building expansion, the plans of the Na- 
tional Capital Planning Commission for an East Capitol Mall, an 11th Street 
freeway, and urban renewal proposals for public housing development in our 
areas. Next to Washington's Southwest, we are perhaps more subject today 
than any other area to taking for national and municipal purposes. 

Testimony during this morning’s hearing indicated the lack of justification for 
locating the proposed courthouse buildings on Lafayette Square. The Restora- 
tion Society is vigorously opposed to the destruction of these three historic 
buildings on the east side of Lafayette Square. It was also suggested during 
the morning hearings that consideration should be given to locating such court- 
house facilities behind the Supreme Court on Capitol Hill. As a reason for 
such location it was indicated that these areas are among the slower of the 
restoration areas to develop on Capitol Hill. 
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But there is another side to this story. It has been constant threats of this 
nature that have slowed down private residential development of this area. 
First we were told it would be a Court of Claims, then a Library of Congress 
Annex or East Capitol Mall, and now a Court of Claims again. With this fear 
removed or with some indication by this subcommittee that such taking would 
be some 50 years hence, the present areas behind the Supreme Court would 
become one of the most highly sought and intensively developed residential 
areas on Capitol Hill. This would be private development as opposed to public 
development with the funds for the redevelopment coming from individual resi- 
dential restorers who wish to be conveniently located to the Capitol Building, 
Library of Congress, and other public buildings in this area. At the same time 
the restoration of these residential areas close to the Capitol Building would be 
in keeping with the original plan envisioned for our city by General L’Enfant, 
aide and city planner for our Nation’s first President. The scheme of L’Enfant’s 
original plan has been largely responsible for the charm and beauty now found 
in the Nation’s Capitol. The society sees no sound justifications to depart from 
this basic thinking along classic lines for our city. 

We are led to believe GSA has already proposed an alternative site to Lafayette 
Square for the Court of Claims and the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals 
which is not behind the Supreme Court Building. This area we are not familiar 
with and cannot comment on. However, may we suggest that there is no limit 
to blighted areas but a short distance from the present District Court Building 
and in near northeast Washington. Location of such public buildings in these 
areas would greatly benefit and advance the community without the needless 
destruction of historic or residential values. 

We hope your subcommittee will give considerable weight to these views 
of local citizens living and working in the Capitol Hill area. And at the same 
time we urge this subcommittee to act favorably on S. 3279 and preserve for 
all of Metropolitan Washington, including Capitol Hill’s citizens, the historic and 
cultural advantages to be gained by the preservation and restoration of the Dolly 
Madison, Benjamin Tayloe, and Belasco Theater buildings on Lafayette Square. 

Yours very truly, 
Epwarp G. Gruis, President. 


STATEMENT ON S. 3279, S. 3280, anp S. 3403 To PRESERVE LAFAYETTE SQUARE, 
BY VIRGINIA H. RUSSELL, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA FEDERATION OF WOMEN’S 
CLusBs 


The members of the District of Columbia Federation of Women’s Clubs urge 
favorable consideration of S, 3279, S. 3280, and S. 3403 and a report on one 
of these that will keep intact the historically interesting buildings, the Dolly 
Madison House, the Benjamin Tayloe House, and the old Belasco Theater. We 
feel that they are worthy of preservation and have not only great beauty and 
charm as befits buildings so near the White House, but that they have great 
usefulness for future generations of Americans, also. 

All too often here in the Federal City a rush is made to tear down the old 
and make way for the new in too great haste with results that are not always 
pleasing. Our gracious past has a place in our progressive future and some 
of it must remain amid the acres of steel, concrete, and glass forms planned 
for the city. 

Residents of Washington, D.C., need more places for civic gatherings for 
cultural and educational expositions. Such a building as the old Belasco Theater 
for example would serve not only as a place for performances of the ballet, for 
plays and operas, it could also serve as a showplace for our young people to set 
forth the best of their achievements not only in the arts but in the sciences. 

The D.C. Federation of Women’s Clubs feels that we should take full advantage 
of presently existing facilities to make these things possible. Here on Lafayette 
Square we have several attractive buildings that at comparatively small cost 
could be restored to great usefulness. It is splendid to plan for the future—but 
we need these facilities right now. 

Again may I say, how greatly we hope that the committee will study the 
proposed bills thoroughly and report one or the other of them favorably so that 
we may get on with helping to make Washington, D.C., truly a center of education 
and culture for the rest of the United States and for the world. 

Thank you for this opportunity to express our views. 
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(I am speaking as the civic improvement chairman of the D.C. chapter of 
the Women’s National Farm and Garden Association, as well as for the D.C. 
Federation of Women’s Clubs. The latter group has a resolution supporting 
our stand in this matter.) 


New YorK FEDERATION OF Music CLuss, 
SALAMANCA, N.Y., June 8, 1960. 

Hon. DENNIS CHAVEZ, 

Senate Office Building, 

Washington, D.C. 

Deak Sir: The members of the New York Federation of Music Clubs, recently 
in session in New York City, are interested in the preservation of the historic 
American buildings in Lafayette Square and urge that the hearings regarding 
same be held without delay. 

We are in favor of this legislation and ask that you support this project until 
enactment into law. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. A. STUART CARPENTER, 
Corresponding Secretary. 


THE YOUNG DeMocraAtTic CLUB OF THE DIsTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
May 27, 1960. 

PuBLIC WorKS COMMITTEE, 

U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 

(Attention : Chief Clerk.) 


Dear Sir: As president of the Young Democratic Club of the District of Colum- 
bia, I am forwarding a copy of a resolution adopted by our club at its meeting 
on April 27, 1960. 

It is my understanding that your committee will be holding hearings on the 
subject of modern office buildings in the Lafayette Park area near the White 
House and it is our desire that the enclosed resolution be made a part of the 
record of such hearings. 

Your assistance in this matter is most appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 
RAYMOND M. Jacosson, President. 


RESOLUTION 


Whereas the Dolly Madison House, the Benjamin Tayloe House, the State, 
War, Navy Building, and other historic buildings near the White House in the 
Nation’s Capital have been marked for destruction by the present Republican 
administration which proposes to replace them with modern office buildings even 
though there are much more suitable sites for such new office buildings less than 
ablock away: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Young Democratic Club of the District of Columbia reit- 
erates its support of the principle of historic preservation as set forth in numerous 
acts of the Congress, particularly the Historic Sites Act of 1935, and reiterated in 
a resolution adopted at its 1950 national convention; and further urges that 
immediate hearings be held by the Senate and House Public Works Committees, 
and that the matter be considered by the Senate Appropriations Committee, on 
the bills sponsored by Senator Kennedy (S. 3280), Senator Humphrey (S. 3403), 
and Senator Morse (S. 3279) for himself and Senator Hennings, Douglas, and 
Gruening; and by Representative McDowell (H.R. 11691) and Representative 
Frank Thompson (H.R. 11678). 


WASHINGTON, D.C., May 2, 1960. 
Hon. JENNINGS RANDOLPH, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C.: 


I hope very much it will be possible to schedule hearings on 8. 3280 and compan- 
ion bills regarding the preservation of historic buildings on Lafayette Square. 
I believe this is a matter worthy of attention by the Senate this year while 
there is still time to consider this whole question in the light of the cultural needs 
and historic traditions of Washington, D.C. 

With every good wish. 

Senator Jonn F. KENNEDY. 
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WASHINGTON, D.C., April 25, 1960. 
Hon. DENNIS CHAVEz, 


Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C.: 


We respectfully request early hearings before Public Works Committee on 
S. 3279, S. 3280, and S. 3403, introduced by Senators Kennedy, Morse, Humphrey, 
Hennings, Gruening, and Douglas to save historic Lafayette Square buildings 
including Lafayette Square Opera House, badly needed as a national home for 
the performing arts. Lafayette Square buildings among most historic in city. 
The old opera house is easily restorable, and, while the United States spends 
millions to restore opera houses abroad, it should take action to do at least a 
little for opera and other performing arts in our Nation’s Capital. 

Carl Levin and O. Roy Chalk, Cochairmen, Citizens Committee for 
Opera; Robert Richman, President, Institute of Contemporary 
Arts; Virginia Hansford Russell, National Wild Life Federation 
and District of Columbia Federation of Women’s Clubs; Mrs. 
James H. Douglas, Honorary Chairman, and Hobart Spalding, 
President, Opera Society of Washington. 


U.S. SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WoRKsS, 
April 21, 1960. 
Senator DENNIS CHAVEZ, 
Chairman, Public Works Committee, 
Washington, D.C. 


Dear DENNIS: This letter is to urge you to hold hearings on 8. 3279. As you 
know, I am a cosponsor of this bill, which is designed to protect Lafayette Square 
here in Washington. I, as well as a number of other Senators and people 
throughout the entire country, very deeply believe that we needlessly will lose 
a fine, meaningful, and vital example of our proud heritage if we allow this 
square to be destroyed. I think that, at the very least, hearings should be held 
on this matter which is of such importance to so many of us. It distresses me 
that no plans to this effect have been made. 

I hope it will be possible for our Public Works Committee to consider this bill 
within the near future. 

Cordially yours, 


ERNEST GRUENING. 


WASHINGTON, D.C., April 20, 1960. 
Senator DENNIS CHAVEz, 


Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C.: 


Speaking for several prominent citizens and leaders in the cultural art field, 
I strongly urge that your committee hold public hearings on the bills introduced 
by Senator Kennedy (S. 3280) and Senator Morse (S. 3279), supported by Sen- 
ators Humphrey, Hennings, Gruening, and Douglas, to preserve the Dolly Madi- 
son House and other historical buildings on the east side of Lafayette Square. 


FRANCIS C. PETERS, 
President, American Art League, Inc. 


[From the Sunday Star, Washington, D.C., May 8, 1960] 
NEws or Mustc—Our BELASCcO THEATER DESERVES A BREAK 
(By Day Thorpe, Star music critic) 


At the first meeting of the Citizens Committee To Save Lafayette Square last 
week, 30 or 40 people gathered together to effect their common purpose of fore- 
stalling the destruction of the buildings on the east side of the front yard of the 
White House. They were motivated by sundry sentiments—nostalgia, distaste for 
government-gothic, the sense of history and a desire for a new operating theater 
in the near future. Bills are now before Congress to save the Lafayette Square 
Opera House (later called the Belasco Theater) and to restore it to the condition 
it was in when purchased by the Government in 1940. 

To have strength, such a movement should enjoy singleness of purpose in- 
spired by a variety of incentives. Fortunately, everybody wanted to save the old 
block of buildings and there was no common reason advanced why the rescue is 
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necessary, nor any universal attestation to the beauty of the street. Some found 
the Belasco only potentially utilitarian, while to me it also is beautiful, although 
obviously not to be classed with our temporary buildings on the Mall, presently 
under no sentence of destruction. 


DOUBTS AS TO HISTORY 


What was most curious to me, however, was the doubt whether the Belasco 
could be rebuilt into a first-rate theater—whether in fact it had ever been one, 
There was a general impression that the theater, built in 1895, became an oddity, 
a durable relic, in 1896, or shortly thereafter. When I remembered Barrymore 
as Hamlet in the Belasco in the early twenties, it was suggested that I was think- 
ing of the Poli’s. 

Iam no antiquarian, but I was certain that I recalled scores if not hundreds of 
shows I had seen at the Belasco in my youth. Opera, Broadway shows, and even 
a resident company dedicated to weekly productions of musical comedy. Three 
or four of the yellowest clippings in a fat file on the theater here at the Star 
extended my memory backward two decades. Whatever the Belasco may not 
have, it has a history. 

The Lafayette Square Opera House opened on September 30, 1895, with a pro- 
duction of the opera “La Tzigane,” written by Reginald de Koven for Lillian 
Russell. The show was warmly received and the theater greatly admired, 
though the Star critic notes that Miss Russell’s first solo “is not so satisfying as 
it should be.” The cant of criticism is not new. 


A HOST OF THE GREAT 


Francesca Lawson, who was at last week’s meeting, remarked that she had 
sung Micaela in “Carmen” at the Belasco, and that she had heard Tetrazzini 
there. The Star files confirm her memory—not only Tetrazzini, but Caruso, 
Schumann-Heink, Jenny Lind, and Amato sang there. It was the Washington 
home of the Metropolitan Opera, the “swankiest place in all Washington,” 
according to John J. Daly, in an article in the Star published in 1940. Helen 
Hayes and Ruth Chatterton both made their debuts at the Belasco. Ina Claire 
was often there—also, David Warfield, Mae West, Weber and Fields, Walter 
Hampden, De Wolfe Hopper, John Drew, Maude Adams, Edna Wallace Hopper 
(from whom all proper young boys of my generation hoped we could learn about 
sex—a misconception curiously based on the fact that her shows were advertised 
“for women only”), Will Rogers, Al Jolson, and probably many others. 

Ziegfeld first saw Will Rogers at the Belasco, and signed him immediately in 
his dressing room for the Follies. A story about Rogers of that time shows that 
all his jokes were not wildly funny and also that Eisenhower is not the first to 
find that many Americans believe a President on a golf course to be somehow 
incongruous with proper decorum. 


WILL ROGERS VERSUS HARDING 


“Will Rogers that week,” recounts the old Star clipping, “encountered the first 
and only objection to his humor, which was registered from the White House. 
Among his drolleries was this: “The American public will never get much accom- 
plished until they get a President who gets seasick and who can’t play golf.’ * * * 

“A Secret Service man called at the Belasco and conveyed word that the White 
House would appreciate it if Mr. Rogers would eliminate the joke. As it was an 
important part of his routine and got appreciative audience response, Rogers 
refused.” 

Several months later when Rogers was in town in another Ziegfeld show he 
tried to get an invitation to a White House reception and “was politely informed 
none was available.” Whereupon, Rogers added a few lines now in the script 
to his next performance. “All my life I have been making humorous observa- 
tions and comments about the great and the near-great. Invariably, they have 
accepted it in a spirit of fun and with an appreciation that no malice was 
intended. I regret that I have offended President Harding, but I can also say 
he is the first prominent man to publicly object to my stage liberties. I am 
sorry he can’t take a joke.” 

Later in his career, I suspect, Rogers would either have left it out or tightened 
it up, but nevertheless the incident is perhaps an indication that our Presidents, 
among whom Harding, Wilson, Coolidge, and Hoover were fans of the Belasco, 
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do not invariably find a theater at the front door of the White House an 
unmitigated blessing. I, for one, devoutly hope that future Presidents will have 
an opportunity to give the Belasco another chance. 


WasHINGTON, D.C., May 8, 1960. 
Senator CHAVEZ, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 
Dear SENATOR: I heard just moments ago on WGMS that it is not only pos- 
sible to save the old Belasco Theater, but to restore it for use. 
I urge you, as a fellow westerner, to support whatever legislation will make 
this possible. 
Yours truly, 
GALE DuNN. 


Apri 15, 1960. 
Hon. DENNIS CHAVEZ, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C.: 

Please urge all members of the Senate Public Works Committee to hold 
hearings on the bills introduced by Senator Kennedy (S. 3280) and Senator 
Morse (S. 3279) for himself and Senators Hennings, Humphrey, Gruening, and 
Douglas to preserve the Dolly Madison House and the other historic buildings 
on Lafayette Square. 

FrRanK THOMPSON, Jr., 
Member of Congress. 

Harris B. McDowELt, Jr., 
Member of Congress. 


Wasainerton, D.C., May 9, 1960. 
Senator DENNIS CHAVEz, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 


Dear SENATOR CHAVEZ: Please save the Belasco Theater. Once an historical 
landmark is destroyed, it takes with it forever another link in our heritage. 
The modern office buildings—nothing but huge concrete mausoleums—in Wash- 
ington are turning this into a city without an identity. The character that 
distinguishes the Nation’s Capital from other cities in the country is rapidly 
being lost. The Belasco Theater is a part of history, is still vitally useful, and 
is far more in keeping with the surrounding area than any building which 
replaced it could ever be. I beg you to do your utmost to save the Belasco. 

Sincerely yours, 
Miss HARRIET HILDRETH BricoGs. 


CHEvy CHASE, Mp., May 9, 1960. 
Senator DENNIS CHAVEZ, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C. 


Dear SENATOR CHAVEz: I have recently heard and read of the efforts to pre- 
serve Lafayette Square as a cultural and historic landmark in the Nation’s 
Capital. I should like to urge your support of these efforts. Adjacent as it is 
to the White House, the square and its east side should be kept in public hands 
and dedicated to public uses for future generations. The present opportunity 
appears to involve relatively little cost, and would make a badly needed theater 
available to the city. A large office building would ruin the looks of the square 
and would mean the loss of three beautiful and historic buildings. 

I hope you can help to save Lafayette Square. 

Yours sincerely, 
BarsarA A. RINGER. 


U.S. SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
April 11, 1960. 
Hon. JENNINGS RANDOLPH, 
U.8. Senate, Washington, D.C. 
Dear SENATOR: Because you are a member of the Senate Public Works Com- 


mittee, to which my bill, S. 3279, has been referred, I am anxious to bring the 
issue involved in my bill 'to your attention. 
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Briefly, it authorizes the General Services Administrator to prepare a study, 
in conjunction with the Fine Arts Commission, and the National Capital Plan- 
ning Commission, as to the best location for a new U.S. Court of Claims Building 
here in Washington. The bill is consponsored by Senators Hennings, Humphrey, 
and Gruening, copy enclosed. 

As a member of the Senate Committee on the District of Columbia, I am very 
much concerned by the increasing construction of standard office buildings in 
the neighborhood of the White House. It is now being proposed by the General 
Services Administration to tear down three of the remaining historic buildings 
surrounding Lafayette Park, and construct a new Federal office building to house 
the Court of Claims and Court of Customs and Patent Appeals. 

A much better suggestion, in my opinion, is that put forward by the Washington 
Post, to the effect that the new court buildings be put near the U.S. Supreme 
Court Building, in what it calls a judiciary square. 

In any event, if Congress permits the Federal Government to add to the com- 
mercial appearance and development around Lafayette Park by building its own 
office buildings there, the charm and grace of the White House and its environ- 
ment will not last long. Congress is already considering a variety of memorials 
to such great figures as Madison, Franklin Roosevelt, and Woodrow Wilson. 
They are all deserved; but in the meantime, I think we should preserve such 
historic sites we now have as the Dolly Madison House, the Taylor House, and 
the Belasco Theater, all of which face Lafayette Park, and add to the historic 
appearance and quality of the whole region surrounding the White House. 

Certainly the location of the new court buildings deserves to be considered in 
light of the recommendation of the Fine Arts Commission and the National 
Capital Planning Commission. Otherwise, they are only paper organizations. 

Washington, D.C., cannot be preserved as the capital city of the American 
Nation in the form in which it was conceived and in which most Americans want 
to see it when they visit their capital, unless great care and pains are taken by 
Congress. The question of the location of these needed court buildings requires 
just such care on our part. Commercialization has purposely been kept to a 
minimum in Washington. Certainly the Federal Government should not defeat 
that purpose with its own thoughtless and ill-conceived construction. 

For these reasons, I hope the Senate Public Works Committee will hold hear- 
ings on this matter, and on my bill, before proceeding to make any decision about 
the location of the new court buildings. 

Sincerely, 
WAYNE Morse. 


Hayes Concert Corps., 
Washington, D.C., May 8, 1960. 

My Dear SEnatToR RANDOLPH: I will sincerely hope and pray that this project 
can be successfully “sweated out.” 

It is a noble objective, and entirely feasible. Few words are needed to estab- 
lish its desirability. The questions are “how” and “when.” 

I urge you to hold hearings. You will be surprised and gratified at the amount 
of support this matter has. 

With warm personal greetings always. 

Yours very sincerely, 


Patrick HAYES. 


NATIONAL FEDERATION OF Music CLUBS, 
Canton, Pa., May 17, 1960. 

Re amendment of Public Buildings Act of 1959. 

Hon. DENNIS CHAVEZ, 

Senate Office Building, 

Washington, D.C. 


Dear Sir: As president of the National Federation of Music Clubs with a 
membership of approximately 600,000 throughout our 50 United States, this is to 
register our federation’s support of the bills S. 3279, S. 3280, S. 3403, and com- 
panion measures which would amend the Public Buildings Act of 1959 to preserve 
the historic buildings near the White House for cultural and educational pur- 
poses and provide a study as to best locations for a new building for certain 
courts of the United States. Our federation, which has and is playing a major 
role in the musical and cultural development of our country, places value on the 
preservation of our historic cultural landmarks as well as its building for present 
and future enriched heritage. 








96 PUBLIC BUILDINGS—1960 


We also respectfully urge your dynamic support in behalf of : 
(1) Holding hearings on the above noted bills immediately ; 
(2) Reporting the bills out of committee favorably ; and 
(3) Maintaining support until their enactment into law. 
Thanking you in advance for what, I confidently feel, will be your steadfast, 
effective support of these above noted bills, I am. 
Yours very truly, 
Mrs. C. ARTHUR BULLOCK. 


NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE ARTS AND GOVERNMENT, 
New York, N.Y., May 21, 1960. 
Hon. JENNINGS RANDOLPH, 
Chairman Public Buildings Subcommittee, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C. 


DEAR SENATOR RANDOLPH: The National Council on the Arts and Government 
regrets that it is not able to send a witness to testify at the hearing on May 23 
on §8. 3128, S. 3229, S. 3279, S. 3280 and S. 3403. This legislation is strongly 
endorsed by our Council and we hope it will be approved by your subcommittee. 

The National Council emphatically opposes the proposal of the General Serv- 
ices Administration to construct a courthouse on Lafayette Square. We feel 
that Congress should preserve the charm and simplicity of Lafayette Square 
since such reminders of our peculiarly American heritage are fast disappearing 
not only in the District of Columbia but in most of our cities. 

However, our Council feels that the cultural purposes which the three build- 
ings could serve outweigh their value as historic. monuments. The renovation 
of the Belasco Theater is, in our opinion, an essential part of this legislation. 
The Department of State expects to increase the number of performing groups 
from American educational institutions sent overseas under the International 
Cultural Exchange program. Members of Congress, the diplomatic corps and 
the citizens of Washington should be given an opportunity to witness some of 
the best of these performances. The facilities of the National Cultural Center 
will be in demand for professional performances, both American and foreign. 
Such performances should more than cover costs, which cannot generally be 
expected from performances by students if appreciable rental charges are 
included. 

The Dolly Madison House, with very slight remodeling, could be effectively 
used in part to exhibit paintings, sculpture, graphic art and crafts by students 
of college age. It would seem appropriate to suggest that the upper floors could 
provide accomodations appropriately near the Belasco Theater for some of the 
performing groups. We recognize that these suggestions are not contained in 
this legislation. 

May I request that this letter be made a part of the record of your hearing 
on this legislation. 

Respectfully yours, 
HAROLD WestToN, Vice Chairman. 


NATIONAL Music CouNCcIL, 
New York, N.Y., May 20, 1960. 
Senator JENNINGS RANDOLPH, 
Chairman Senate Public Buildings Subcommittee, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C. 


DeaR SENATOR RANDOLPH: As executive secretary of the National Music 
Council and as a native of Washington, D.C., I would like to strongly protest 
the demolition of the buildings on the east side of Lafayette Square to make 
room for a court house. Through the years I have been horrified over the 
gradual nibbling at the historic buildings which surround, or did sourround, 
Lafayette Square. The last attempt to tear down three buildings with a history 
and perhaps erect a glass box in their place, seems to me a real sacrilege. There 
are plenty of unspeakable slums in Washington that might well be eradicated 
for the purpose of securing a plot for the proposed court building. I hope very 
much that the Senate Public Buildings Subcommittee will come out with a 
verdict to the effect that the three buildings in question on Lafayette Square 
shall not be destroyed. 

Sincerely yours, 


Epwin Huaues, Hawecutive Secretary. 
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EMERY AND Woop, 
ATTORNEYS AT LAw, 
Washington, D.C., May 24, 1960. 
Hon. JENNINGS RANDOLPH, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 


Dear SENATOR RANDOLPH: As a former law clerk of the U.S. Court of Claims, 
as a member of the bar of the court, and as a member of the Court of Claims 
Committee of the District of Columbia and Federal Bar Associations, I have 
both personal and professional interest and concern in the future of the court. 
Accordingly, I should like to presume upon you by making known my own 
views with respect to the proposed new building for the court. 

Two of the happiest and best years of my life were spent in the old red 
building which presently houses the court. I must confess that, notwithstand- 
ing its physical limitations and inconveniences, I have an abiding affection 
for it. The need of the court for adequate, modern, quarters, however, is not 
open to serious question. 

The U.S. Court of Claims stands as a symbol of which every American can 
justly be proud. There, an individual cannot only assert rights against his 
Government but can be assured of receiving a fair decision. Over the past 
years, the efforts of those vitally interested in obtaining proper facilities for 
the dispensation of justice to citizens and to the Government alike have resulted 
in a variety of proposals concerning a new court building. With these you are 
far more familiar than I. Now, I am informed, the subcommittee of which you 
are chairman has before it for consideration a proposal of the General Services 
Administrator to locate the U.S. Court of Claims, with other courts, in a 
building proposed to be constructed on Independence Avenue between 9th and 
10th Streets SW. To this proposal I must respectfully make known my oppo- 
sition. 

Many factors influence my decision in this respect. It is my belief that the 
U.S. Court of Claims should have facilities of its own, neither dependent upon 
nor detracted from by the presence of administrative or other bodies. As 
the court decides matters both from and affecting substantially every part of 
the executive branch of the Government, relocation near the present court 
building appears to be desirable if not essential. The convenience of the bench 
and bar of the court is also worthy of consideration. Those of us who have 
consciously located offices near the present court building should not entirely 
be disregarded. The availability of office space and facilities necessary to 
the practice of law near the contemplated site is open to serious question, 
Finally, in all new proposals there are inherent delays. The needs of the 
court, the Government, and the public are serious, immediate, and deserving 
of prompt resolution. 

The interests of the Government, litigants, bench, and private and Federal 
bar can best be served, I think, by prompt action to house the U.S. Court of 
Claims in a building, at or near its present location, designed to reflect the 
respect which the court so richly merits, and the principles of human dignity 
and justice for which it so firmly stands. 

Respectfully, 
Harry B®. Woop. 


CrrTIzENS’ COMMITTEE FOR OPERA, 
Washington, D.C., May 27, 1960. 
Hon. JENNINGS RANDOLPH, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 


Dear SENATOR RANDOLPH: In connection with your consideration of S. 3279, 
3280, and 3403, I am taking the liberty of enclosing editorials from the Washing- 
ton Post and the Evening Star following Mr. Floete’s announcement that he had 
an alternate site for the proposed court building. 

I thought that if these had not been called to your attention, they might 
interest you. We appreciate the consideration you are giving this matter. 

Very sincerely yours, 
Cart LEVIN, 
Chairman, Citizens Committee to Save Lafayette Square. 
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{From the Washinngton Star, May 25, 1960] 
THE SOUTHWEST'S THE PLACE 


Belated though it is, the General Services Administration proposal to build 
a “triple court” building in Southwest Washington rather than a smaller court- 
house east of Lafayette Square makes so much sense that it should be welcomed 
by the entire community and approved forthwith by Congress. 

General Services Administrator Floete, in his congressional testimony this 
week, made a convincing case for including the U.S. Tax Court in the new build- 
ing, along with the U.S. Court of Claims and the U.S. Court of Customs and Patent 
Appeals. The Tax Court already has suffered severe attrition in the Internal 
Revenue Service Building, and is under strong pressure. to vacate entirely. Its 
space needs, therefore, are no less drastic than those of the other two courts and, 
by combining the three, substantial savings can be realized. After he made this 
point, however, we regret that Mr. Floete was not more emphatic in stressing 
the great advantages of such a building in the Southwest as against the Lafayette 
Park location. 

As it was, he noted that the building would be a “tight squeeze” on the limited 
Madison Place site just east of Lafayette Square. Such a building would occupy 
all the available ground and have to reach the maximum height permitted by law 
‘in order to accommodate its required bulk. It is not surprising that Mr. Floete is 
apprehensive that such a huge building might incur severe objections from the 
National Capital Planning Commission and the Fine Arts Commission. 

There are other practical considerations, however, that are even more serious. 
Lafayette Square streets, for example, already are among the most traffic-con- 
gested in the city; how senseless to pour in still more cars. And what about 
parking? Nowhere are parking spaces in shorter supply. The Southwest build- 
ing undoubtedly would avoid these community deficits. It would cost no more. 
And it would become a positive and greatly needed stimulant to the lagging 
Southwest redevelopment program, entirely consonant with redevelopment plans 
calling for a Federal building at the selected site. 

The Madison Place property, under this plan, would remain in Federal own- 
ership, available in later years for some more suitable Federal use. In the 
meantime, Congress can take a longer look at the proposal that the Belasco 
Theater, the Dolly Madison House and the Benjamin Tayloe House might be 
refurbished and made available on some interim basis for civic, cultural and 
other community activities. 


[From the Washington Post, May 27, 1960] 
TRIPLE-PLAY 


General Services Administrator Franklin Floete may have come up with a 
nice solution to three community dilemmas by proposing a site on Independence 
Avenue SW. for a Federal courthouse. This would mean that the east side 
of Lafayette Square could be preserved as it is, and that three—instead of 
two—Federal benches could be housed under a single roof. As a bonus, restora- 
tion of the Belasco Theater on the square might provide Washington with a 
badly needed opera house until the National Cultural Center becomes a reality. 

Originally, GSA wanted to rip out the Belasco and the Dolly Madison House 
to clear the way for a building for the Court of Claims and the Court of Customs 
and Patent Appeals. But this would have still left the Tax Court in its present 
cramped (and borrowed) quarters and would have meant the further destruc- 
tion of the leisurely atmosphere of the White House area. 

In his testimony before the Senate Public Works Committee, Mr. Floete said 
that either site would be desirable for a courthouse. But from the larger com- 
munity standpoint, surely there is no question which is more desirable. <A court- 
house on the Mall could fully comport with judicial dignity, and the site between 
9th and 10th Streets SW. would be especially appropriate since it would face 
existing Federal judicial quarters on the opposite side of the Mall. 

Because the needed land is available for Federal use, there need be no untoward 
delay in building a structure urgently needed by all three courts. The site 
poses fewer practical problems than the idea of a “judiciary square” near the 
Supreme Court which we had suggested earlier. To be sure, some slight incon- 
venience might result by placing the Court of Claims a few more blocks away 
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from the Executive offices involved in so much of the litigation, but this would 
be more than offset by the gains to the Capital in every other respect. We hope 
that the Senate will approve Mr. Floete’s new suggestion. 


COLLEGE Park, Mp., May 8, 1960. 
Senator CHAVEz, 


Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 


Dear SENATOR CHAVEZ: In response to Mr. Patrick Hayes’ request on the 
radio at 1:45 p.m. today, Sunday, May 8, 1960, I am writing to you to ask you 
please, as the member of the committee for the restoration of the Belasco Theater 
on Lafayette Square, to continue wholeheartedly to push this legislation through. 
Washington is in dire need of such a cultural center for many performances of 
which it is now deprived. 

I am a teacher in the third grade and I constantly teach my children the best 
in classical music—the hearing and listening to the best auditory training so 
that their little ears will become attuned to the infinite, that they will reach 
for the best and never be satisfied with second-rate performances because the 
best is none too good in all phases of life. 

I select the best classical music on their level for their performances. They 
love it and come through with flying colors. 

I am enclosing Day Thorpe’s splendid article from the Sunday Star today for 
your information, as per Mr. Hayes’ request. 

Good luck to you and your Senator colleague on your enterprise. This 
Belasco Theater project means as much to me as the saving of Carnegie Music 
Hall in New York, for which the inimitable violinist Isaac Stern worked so long, 
hard, and assiduously. 

I like your work as Senator from New Mexico as I am vitally interested in 
Arizona and New Mexico. 

Also the brilliant performances and interpretations of the conductor Chavez 
whom I believe is a relative of yours. 

Very truly yours, 
Fiora H. Tesu 
Mrs. Kendall S. Tesh. 


Law Orrices Ruopes, StiuMs & Brown, 


Washington, D.C., May 26, 1960. 
Subject: Building for the U.S. Court of Claims. 


Hon. JENNINGS RANDOLPH, 

Chairman, Public Buildings Subcommittee, 
Public Works Committee, 

U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 


DEAR SENATOR RANDOLPH: The bulk of my work as a lawyer in private practice 
involves the representation of persons who have entered into contracts with the 
United States. I have been a member of the bar of the U.S. Court of Claims 
since 1941, and over the years have been an active member of committees of 
the American Bar Association, the Federal Bar Association, and of the Bar 
Association of the District of Columbia, which have been working in cooperation 
with the court and with the Civil Division of the Department of Justice to 
improve the administration of justice in the Court of Claims and to explore 
possible means of expediting the resolution of cases. 

One serious and continuing problem has been the inadequate space and in- 
adequate facilities that have been available to the court. As you know, the 
Court of Claims is a trial court and the witnesses who appear before this court 
come from all over the United States. The unusual complexity of the cases 
that are brought in the Court of Claims makes it difficult to draw statistical 
comparisons of the workload handled by the Court of Claims with other trial 
courts. However, figures compiled at the end of 1959 disclose that there were 
approximately 1,200 cases pending before the court which involved more than 
5,000 plaintiffs. It seems reasonable to anticipate that as the procurement and 
construction activities of the Government increase, and the subject matter of 
these contracts becomes more and more technical, the workload of the Court 
of Claims will continue to increase. Until recently when an additional court- 
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room was obtained in a nearby building on a temporary basis, the court had 
only one trial courtroom, and many times it has been necessary for the court 
to conduct trials in unfinished rooms in the basement of the building. 

After more than 6 years of effort to alleviate these conditions, Congress 
authorized the construction of a new building for the Court of Claims on the 
west side of Lafayette Square and appropriated some $1,200,000 for initial 
planning and the preparation of architectural plans and specifications. Pursuant 
to this appropriation, the General Services Administration let a contract to a 
firm of Boston architects, and these plans have been completed. 

It is reported that as a result of a decision at the White House that the entire 
block at the west side of the square will be needed for Executive offices, it was 
proposed that the court building be located on Government-owned property at 
the opposite side of the square, where the existing architectural plans can be 
used, with minor modifications. 

Much to the consternation of those familiar with the work and the problems 
of this court, people who can have no conception of the hardship that will 
be caused to litigants who come before the court suggest that all of the work 
and money that has been expended now be ignored in order to preserve what 
they characterize as “historic buildings’ and to avoid the destruction of the 
“cradle of American history.” 

Another group is prepared to ignore all expense as well as the critical needs 
of the Court of Claims in order to preserve the old Belasco Theater as “a sorely 
needed space for the performing arts.” 

Other residents will recall, as I do, that the Belasco had fallen into disuse long 
before its acquisition by the Government. The most cursory examination of 
this building by the Building Inspection Department of the District of Columbia 
will, I am confident, confirm that this building would only be usable as a theater 
after the most extensive and expensive remodeling. Obviously, it would only 
be through governmental subsidy that the expenses of reconditioning and oper- 
ating this building as a theater or opera house could be met. A revival of this 
issue would not appear justified in view of the plans that are now underway 
to build the national cultural center. 

This leaves for consideration the question of whether the other buildings on 
the east side of the square have a historical significance which in the public 
interest must outweigh the pressing need for a new building for the Court of 
Claims. 

My own ancestors were among the early settlers of this country, and I am 
appreciative of the inclinations of some groups to revere any person or object 
that antedates their own grandparents. But certainly no reverence of the past, 
whether of persons or buildings, is of value except to the extent that it serves 
to remind us of the wisdom, courage, and integrity of those past and by so doing 
enables us to better meet the demands and problems of our own time. No one, 
to my knowledge, has suggested that these old structures are identified with any 
principle, the perpetuation of which will be in the public interest. In fact, these 
buildings have been so thoroughly remodeled over the years that they retain 
little, if any, of their original identities. 

On the other hand, the U.S. Court of Claims, as a tribunal created by our 
Government for the purpose of seeing that justice is accorded to those who deal 
with it, constitutes an expression of the finest principles of our democratic form 
of government. The construction of a building for the Court of Claims on 
Lafayette Square will have greater value to our country in emphasizing to our 
contemporaries and the generations that follow the importance that we place 
on these principles than will the restoration of the old dwelling houses. 

When, in 1941, the Government purchased these buildings from the Cosmos 
Club, they had been joined together, partitions removed, and numerous changes 
made to accommodate them for club purposes. The purchase of this property 
was authorized for the express purpose of constructing a Federal building on the 
site. The appropriate time for public objections would have been at the time 
that the Government was proposing to spend the substantial sums for the acqui- 
sition of these properties, and not at a time when the intended use for which 
they were purchased is to be carried into effect. 

If, as a matter of national policy, old buildings are to be preserved at the 
expense of the taxpayers, then it would seem that such decisions must neces- 
sarily be made on some comprehensive basis and according to congressionally 
established standards of merit, instead of having the plans for which land has 


been acquired frustrated by a last-minute expression of interest by a handful 
of well-meaning individuals. 
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If these decisions are to be made on an ad hoc basis, we can certainly expect 
these same groups to vigorously oppose the destruction of the Blair House and 
the other buildings on the east side of the square that will have to come down 
to make way for the planned Executive Offices of the President. The knowledge 
of the plan to build Executive Offices on the west side of the square eliminates 
the objection that has been advanced to the effect that the preservation of the 
old buildings on the east side is necessary to preserve the character of the White 
House area, and the construction of the court building on the east side would be 
in architectural harmony with the new Executive Offices Building. 

In the circumstances, I urge most earnestly that your subcommittee give recog- 
nition and effect to the years of planning and the millions of dollars that have 
been expended in acquiring the properties and in preparing the architectural 
plans, and that the earlier authorization for the construction of the Court of 
Claims Building on Lafayette Square be affirmed. Any substitute plans devel- 
oped at this time will necessarily involve as a minimum years of additional 
delay, and any further delay will be at the expense and to the prejudice of the 
parties who are depending on this court for decisions in their cases. 

As an incidental point, the location on Independence Avenue Southwest which 
has recently been proposed would be most inconvenient, since it is far removed 
from the office buildings of the attorneys and from the hotels at which witnesses 
will be staying during trials of cases in the Court of Claims. 

Thanking you for the opportunity to express my views, I am, 

Very truly yours, 


PAvuL M. RHODES. 


HAYNES & MILLER, 
COUNSELLORS AT LAW, 
Washington, D.C., May 27, 1960. 


Hon. JENNINGS RANDOLPH, 
Chairman, Subcommittee of the Public Works Committee, U.S. Senate, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 
DEAR SENATOR RANDOLPH: I am writing to you in behalf of myself and the 
other members of the firm, who regularly practice before the U.S. Court of 


Claims, with respect to the proposed location of the new Court of Claims Court- 
house in the southwest redevelopment area. In our opinion such location is 
entirely too remote from the offices of the attorneys who practice before that court 
to be accorded serious consideration. 

I was admitted to practice before the Court of Claims in the year 1921 and 
since that time have appeared before the court regularly in the trial of cases, 
both as an attorney in the Department of Justice and in private practice. The 
other members of the firm have had similar experience. During the long period 
which has elapsed since my admission to practice before the court, I have come 
to know a great many of the attorneys who also practice therein and have learned 
the locations of their respective offices. Our offices, as disclosed by the letter- 
head, are located in the Investment Building at 15th and K Street, NW., and 
many of the attorneys to whom I have referred above are located in buildings 
within this area. Thus, the Court of Claims is within easy walking distance of 
such offices, or in inclement weather, taxicabs are easily available to cover that 
short distance. The court is also easily accessible and in reasonably close 
proximity to the Government offices whose attorneys practice therein. 

For the above reasons, we respectfully urge that any, suggestion that the new 
court building be located in the southwest redevelopment area be immediately 
rejected as wholly unsuitable and inaccessible. It must be borne in mind that 
while the Court of Claims ranks in the judiciary with the U.S. Court of Appeals, 
it is for practical purposes a court of original instance and therefore attorneys 
practicing therein are required to go to the court many days in each month. 
Quite unlike courts to which resort is had rather infrequent, such as the Supreme 
Court of the United States, the Court of Claims should be readily accessible to 
the members of its bar. 

It is my considered judgment that the ideal location for the new Court of 
Claims building was that originally proposed, which space is now occupied by the 
old Belasco Theater and other adjacent buildings, and I fail to see how the 
retention of those dilapidated buildings for sentimental purposes should prevail 
over the practical expediency of their replacement by a modern, attractive build- 


= which will afford substantial service to the community and to the Nation 
at large. 
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I sincerely trust that the suggestion above offered will be accorded due con- 
sideration by your committee when the question of the location of the new Court 
of Claims building is resolved. 

Very truly yours, 
Haynes & MILLER, 
By Josern H. SHEPPARD, 


WasuHinearon, D.C., May 27, 1960. 
Re building for Court of Claims. 
Hon. JENNINGS RANDOLPH, 


Chairman, Subcommittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Dear SENATOR RANDOLPH: On behalf of a number of our clients who have busi- 
ness before the Court of Claims and as active practitioners before the Court of 
Claims we urge your committee to reject recent proposals that the Court of 
Claims be housed in the same building as the Tax Court as well as the Court of 
Customs and Patent Appeals, to be located in the southwest portion of this city. 
In our opinion, such location and joint housing arrangement would prove very 
unsatisfactory to litigants, witnesses, and lawyers having business before the 
Court of Claims. 

Due to the makeup of the Court of Claims, which is in the nature of both a 
trial court and an appellate court, most of the witnesses before the court and its 
commissioners come from outside Washington. Many of the lawyers are from 
localities throughout the United States. Necessarily a court location removed 
from adequate hotel space, office work space, offices of local counsel, and offices 
of most of the major Government agencies and departments whose business is 
involved in Court of Claims litigation would prove most undesirable. 

There appears little likelihood of an efficient and coordinated use of facilities 
if the Court of Claims and the Tax Court are housed in the same building. 
With its complex scheduling and use of facilities, both for trials and appeal 
type review by the full court, the Court of Claims has a challenging administra- 
tive job handling its own facilities so as to meet needs of litigants, witnesses, 
and counsel. Numerous trials before commissioners, hearings before the full 
court, and all related work must go forward simultaneously. 

The Tax Court with its growing business no doubt in time would enter into 
direct conflict with the Court of Claims for trial facilities and would produce 
recurring conflicts, delays, and confusion which would be very unsatisfactory 
and probably expensive to out-of-town witnesses and counsel, as well as to 
local attorneys and court personnel. As you know adequate office space and 
hotel space can be found only in the northwest part of the city. 

The main reason advanced for casting aside the plans for the Court of Claims 
in the same general area where it has been housed for nearly three-quarters 
of a century seems to be a rationalization concerning preserving historical 
buildings. There are almost none of the buildings remaining in this section, 
aside from the White House itself (and the Decatur House and the Blair House) 
which are truly historic; in fact, the historical facade surrounding Lafayette 
Park has long since been destroyed. There is no use whatever made of the 
Cosmos Club site (acquired in 1941 for Government-building purposes), pro- 
posed for the Court of Claims, which could be considered consistent with 
any true historical significance; and it has been so altered since its brief historic 
connection that it bears little more resemblance to the historic building than 
does, say, the Manger Hay-Adams Hotel to the historic Hay-Adams House which 
it replaced. Actual historic buildings which do remain can better be set off and 
shown by building consistent with the character of the White House and the 
Decatur and Blair Houses, in connection with the proposed Court of Claims 
Building and the proposed Executive Offices Building, than by maintaining the 
present haphazard collection of edifices totally inconsistent with the beauty 
and history of the area. 

We urge that the committee approve the present plan to authorize construction 
of the Court of Claims Building, thereby enabling construction to go forward 
without delay and saving to the taxpayers the sizable investment which has 


already been made in planning and engineering for the facilities on Madison 
Place. 


Very truly yours, 


WILKINSON, CraGun & BARKER, 
By Rosert W. Barker. 


on- 
art 
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Law Offices, Kine & K1na, 
Washington, D.C., May 27, 1960. 
Re proposed site of Court of Claims Building. 


Hon. JENNINGS RANDOLPH, 
Senate Committee on Public Works, 
U.S. Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C. 


DEAR SENATOR RANDOLPH : I have recently read with consideraMe concern the 
newspaper reports that consideration is being given to relocating the Court of 
Claims at 10th Street and Independence Avenue SW. As this firm has, since 
its inception in 1866, been engaged almost exclusively in practice before the 
Court of Claims, it is my hope that the committee will give some consideration to 
the views set forth below. 

Throughout its more than 100 years of existence the Court of Claims has been 
located in the vicinity of 15th Street and Pennsylvania Avenue NW. Thus, the 
several sites which it has occupied over this period have been centrally located 
among the various Government agencies, and have always afforded ease of access 
for attorneys, witnesses, and other persons having business with the court. 
However, if the proposed site is selected, persons wishing to use the court’s 
facilities will not have public transportation as readily available. Moreover, 
trials before the Court of Claims frequently extend well into the night, and per- 
a attending such trials will be far removed from restaurants and other public 

acilities. 

In an effort to reduce the problems attached to working before the Court of 
Claims, many of the attorneys who regularly engage in such practice have at- 
tempted to locate their offices within a reasonable distance of the court’s present 
site. I am sure that you and the committee will recognize that anyone engaging 
in litigation against the United States has repeated need for the vast number 
of Federal regulations and publications issued by the various agencies. A prin- 
cipal source of such material at the present is the court’s library. If the location 
of the court is moved, the problems confronting counsel in obtaining and using 
such material will be multiplied. Moreover, it would appear from the concen- 
tration of Federal buildings in the southwest area that attorneys would encounter 
a great deal of difficulty in finding office space in the vicinity of the new site, 
should they be willing to consider relocating their offices. 

Some consideration should also be given to the fact that funds have been 
appropriated by Congress, and expended for the preparation of two sets of plans 
for the new courthouse in northwest area locations. The facilities to be pro- 
vided by the first set of plans were submitted to the Court of Claims Committee 
of the Bar Association of the District of Columbia, and were found to be most 
acceptable. Needless to say, considerable extravagance will be attached to the 
rejection of these plans, and the preparation of still further plans, which, in my 
opinion, is entirely unnecessary. 

In conclusion, I respectfully urge the committee to give this matter further 
study in an effort to obtain a suitable site for the Court of Claims in the immediate 
vicinity of its present and traditional location. A new courthouse in this area 
would be a valuable addition to the rapidly changing complexion of this section 
of the city, which has already seen the construction of the International Bank 
and of several new private office buildings, with additional Federal buildings and 
the George Washington University Law Center still in the planning stage. 

Very truly yours, 
Kina & KINa, 
By Tuomas M. GiTttneas, Jr. 


ADMINISTRATIVE LAW SECTION, 
Bar ASSOCIATION OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, D.C., May 31, 1960. 
Subject : Building for the U.S. Court of Claims. 
Hon. JENNINGS RANDOLPH, 
Chairman, Public Buildings Subcommittee, Public Works Committee, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear SENATOR RANDOLPH: I am writing this letter in my own behalf since 
the matter of the building for the U.S. Court of Claims has taken a turn so 
rapidly that the matter has not been considered by our section. However, for 
myself, and I believe in the opinion of a great many of my friends and colleagues 
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within the section, we are quite alarmed at the suggestion that the Court of 
Claims Building be moved into southwest. I have read Paul Rhodes’ excellent 
letter of May 26 to you and certainly subscribe to his comments. Certainly the 
historic value of those old buildings is largely offset by their lack of utility, 
imminent unsafeness, in conformity with modern building fire preventive and 
safety requirements, and are far less attractive assets to the Capital of the 
Nation than a well designed, modern court building would be. 

From the standpoint of convenience of lawyers and witnesses likewise, of 
course, the uptown location is imminently desirable. 

It is my opinion that in the foreseeable future, with the increase in govern- 
mental activity, the work of the Court of Claims and the other courts will 
continue and the necessity for adequate quarters is obvious. The proposed loca- 
tion on Lafayette Square was ideal, and I earnestly urge that the construction 
at that site be authorized. 

Very respectfully, 
GEOFFREY CREYKE, Jr., 
Chairman, Administrative Law Section. 


Law OFFICES OF MILLER & CHEVALIER, 
Washington, D.C., May 31, 1960. 
Hon. JENNINGS RANDOLPH, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Dear SENATOR RANDOLPH: This letter is to express the feelings of the mem- 
bers of this firm, which we also believe to be the feelings of most of the mem- 
bers of the bar of the U.S. Court of Claims, on the location of a new building 
for the court. We strongly believe that the court should function in a separate 
building, and that the building should be constructed in the area of its present 
location. 

That court has unique functions and is one of the most important in this 
country. Its jurisdiction in dealing with claims against the United States is 
extensive, and its decisions touch upon and influence almost every feature of 
the Government’s operation. 

The court has discharged its functions fore more than a hundred years, and 
has a history and a reputation of which the United States may be justly proud. 
The court should be given a separate and conveniently located building, com- 
mensurate with its position. 

The court’s present location is well located from the Government point of view 
and from that of the lawyers who practice before it. The location of the 
court in southwest Washington or some place other than the neighborhood 
where it now functions would certainly be most undesirable from the viewpoint 
of those practicing before the court. 

Respectfully, 
Rosert N. MILier. 

Senator Ranpotru. I want to say, for those present, if you wish to 
convey the information to others, that we will keep the record open 
on the hearing until next Tuesday at noon. So, if there are others 
representing organizations who desire to file statements for the record, 
we shall keep the record open until that time. 

Mr. Levin. 


FURTHER STATEMENT OF CARL LEVIN, CHAIRMAN, CITIZENS 
COMMITTEE FOR PRESERVATION OF LAFAYETTE SQUARE 


Ra Levin. Mr. Chairman, may I address you for just one moment, 
ease. ' 

. I wish to say for the Citizens Committee To Save Lafayette Square 
that we quite carefully, before we undertook the project of trying to 
save these buildings on the east side of the Square, investigated the 
present stage of the development of plans for the courthouse building 
on the east side of the square. 
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It is the information that I have received from General Services 
Administration as a result of my inquiries that no plans have been 
made for a courthouse on the east side of Lafayette Square and that 
there will be no waste of plans if a courthouse is not built on the east 
side of Lafayette Square. 

Moreover, it will not hold anything up if it goes to another site. 

One additional point: I am informed that Mr. Brown’s reference to 
the Belasco Theater having nothing to do with Belasco is also not 
factual; that David Belasco did buy the Belasco Theater in 1905. I 
don’t think it is pertinent but it is history, since we have spoken history 
today. 

Thank you. 

Senator Ranporpn. It is a difficult afternoon for you, Mr. Brown. 
You have been corrected twice but you bounce back quickly. 

a Brown. To paraphrase a statement, maybe I should have stood 
in bed. 

Senator Ranpoten. For the subcommittee, I shall transmit the ap- 
proach through understanding and appreciation of this problem, from 
varying viewpoints. 

We will thoroughly consider the material which has been presented. 
It is customary to keep the record open for a certain number of days, 
although there is an immediacy about the situation, I feel that it should 
be done in this case. 

The subcommittee is grateful for the time which has been given by 
the citizens representing organizations and in their own capacities who 
come here in the public interest, even though the presentations have 
been at variance. 

Tam grateful in behalf of the subcommittee for the testimony. The 
hearing is adjourned. 

Judge Worry. On behalf of the Court of Claims and my court, 
we would like to express our appreciation for your cooperation in ex- 
pediting the hearings on this measure and providing those for and 
cpposed an opportunity to be heard. 

(Whereupon, at 4 p.m., the hearing was adjourned.) 


x 





